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PART  I 


NOTICE  TO  AGENCIES 

In  order  to  minimize  costs  of  publishing  the  large  volume 
of  information  expected  under  the  Privacy  Act  of  1974, 
the  Office  of  the  Federal  Register  will  accept  magnetic 
taF>e  or  word  processing  equipment  input  by  prior  arrange¬ 
ment  only.  Call  the  Federal  Register  Privacy  Act  coordi¬ 
nator  on  523-5240. 


HIGHLIGHTS  OF  THIS  ISSUE 


This  listing  does  not  affect  the  legal  status 
of  any  document  published  in  this  issue.  Detailed 
table  of  contents  appears  inside. 

EMPLOYMENT  OF  MINORS— Labor/ W&H  proposes  to 
continue  experimental  career  programs;  comments  by 


'  7-7-75  . 24215 

EMISSIONS  CONTROLS — EPA  corrects  regulations  on 
pollution  from  1976  light  duty  vehicles .  24186 

DISARMAMENT — U.S.  Arms  Control  and  Disarmament 
Agency  announces  availability  of  reports  on  closed 
meetings .  24230 

HOME  MORTGAGES — HUD  relaxes  requirements  for 
special  forebearance  relief;  effective  6-5-75 .  24183 


(Continued  inside) 


PART  li: 

MEDICARE — HEW/SSA  issues  regulations  on  insti¬ 
tutional  planning  by  hospitals  and  others;  effec¬ 
tive  7-7-75 .  24323 

PART  III: 

AEROSOL  DRUGS  AND  COSMETICS— HEW/ FDA 
reviews  safety' of  products  containing  zirconium; 
comments  by  9-3-75 . .  24327 

PART  IV: 

COMPREHENSIVE  EMPLOYMENT  AND  TRAIN¬ 
ING — Labor  publishes  regulations  on  Summer 
Program  for  Economically  Disadvantaged  Youth; 


effective  7-7-75 . . . .  24345 

PART  V: 

EMISSION  STANDARDS— EPA  publishes  interim 
regulations  for  1977  light  duty  vehicles;  effec¬ 
tive  6-5-75 . - . . . . .  24349 


reminders 

(Hm  Items  In  this  list  were  editorially  oompiled  as  an  aid  to  Federal  Register  users.  Inclusion  or  exclusion  from  this  list  has  no 
lefel  signifloanoe.  Since  this  list  Is  Intended  as  a  reminder,  it  does  not  include  effective  dates  that  occur  within  14  days  of  publication.) 

DOT/FAA — Ground  proximity  warning  sys¬ 
tems;  technical  standard  order  au¬ 
thorizations  . 19637;  5-6-75 

Ground  proximity  warning  systems; 

.  technical  performance  and  environ¬ 
mental  standards....  19638;  5-6-75 
Standard  instrument  approach  proce¬ 
dures;  miscellaneous  amendment<« 

18164;  4-25-75 
HEW/OE — Follow  Through  Program;  con¬ 
tract  and  grant  guidelines .  17712; 

4-21-75 

List  of  Public  Laws 

NOTE:  No  acts  approved  by  the  Presi¬ 
dent  were  received  by  the  Office  of  the 
Federal  Register  for  inclusion  in  today's 
LIST  OF  PUBLIC  LAWS. 


ATTENTION:  Questions,  corrections,  or  requests  for  information  regarding  the  contents  of  this  issue  only  msty 
be  made  by  dialing  202-523-5286.  For  information  on  obtaining  extra  copies,  please  call  202-523-5240. 

To  obtain  advance  information  from  recorded  highlights  of  selected  documents  to  appear  in  the  next  issue, 
dial  202-523-5022. 


Published  dally,  Monday  through  Friday  (no  publication  on  Saturdays,  Sundays,  or  on  official  Federal 
holidays),  by  the  Office  of  the  Federal  Register.  National  Archlyes  and  Records  Service,  General  Services 
Administration.  Washington.  D.C.  20408,  \mder  the  Federal  Register  Act  (40  Stat.  600,  as  amended;  44  UB.O., 
Ch.  16)  and  the  regulations  of  the  Administrative  Committee  of  the  Federal  Register  (1  CFR  Ch.  I) .  Distribution 
Is  made  only  by  the  Superlntendmt  of  Documents,  UJ3.  OoTemment  Printing  Office,  Washington.  D.O.  20402. 


The  PtoERAL  RsGism  provides  a  imlfcmn  system  for  making  available  to  the  public  regulations  and  legal  notices  issued 
by  Federal  agencies.  These  Include  Presidential  proclamations  and  Executive  orders  and  Federal  agency  documents  having 
general  i^ipllcablllty  and  legal  effect,  documents  required  to  be  published  by  Act  of  Congress  and  other  Federal  agency 
documents  of  public  Interest. 


The  FmEEAL  Rcgistxr  will  be  furnished  by  mail  to  subscribers,  free  ot  postage,  for  $6.00  per  month  or  $45  per  year,  payable 
In  advance.  The  charge  for  individual  copies  is  76  cents  for  each  issue,  or  76  emits  for  each  group  of  pages  as  actually  bound. 
Remit  check  or  money  order,  made  payable  to  the  Superintendent  of  Documents.  UJ3.  Government  Printing  Office,  Washington, 
DD.  20402. 

There  are  no  restrictions  on  the  republicatlon  of  material  appearing  In  the  Federal  Register. 
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SMALL  BUSINESS — SBA  proposes  to  adjust  size  stand¬ 
ards  to  account  for  effects  of  inflation;  comments  by 
7-7-75  .  24210 

TEXTILES — CITA  announces  new  levels  for  cotton,  wool 
and  man-made  fiber  textiles  from  Mexico;  effective 
6-0-75  .  24230 

MEETINGS— 

USDA/FS:  Rio  Grande  National  Forest  Grazing  Advisory 

Board,  6-27-75 .  24223 

AMS:  Shippers  Advisory  Committee,  6-24-75  .  24223 

HEW:  Review  Panel  on  New  Drug  Regulation,  6-25-75..  24228 

FDA:  2  Advisory  Committees,  6-75 .  24226 

FEA:  Ad  Hoc  Advisory  Committee  on  Subsurface  Geo¬ 
science  Records  and  Materials,  6-11—75 .  24235  I 

Ad  Hoc  Advisory  Group  on  Puerto  Rico:  “Compact  of 
Permanent  Union  Between  Puerto  Rico  and  the  U.S.*’, 

7-75  and  8-75 .  24230 

CRC:  Delaware  State  Advisory  Committee,  6— 27— 75  ..  24231 


EPA:  National  Air  Pollution  Control  Techniques  Advisory 

Committee,  6-23-75 .  24232 

0MB:  Advisory  Committee  on  GNP  Data  Improvement, 

7-22-75  .  24254 

Justice/Bureau  of  Prisons:  National  Institute  of  Cor¬ 
rections  Advisory  Board,  6-24-75 . .  24219 

I  STATE:  Shipping  Coordinating  Committee,  6-26-75....  24218 

I  LABOR:  Labor  Policy  and  Labor  Sector  Advisory  Com¬ 

mittees  for  Multilateral  Trade  Negotiations,  June  18 
and  19,  1975 .  24256 

CANCELLED  MEETINGS— 

DOT/NHTSA:  National  Motor  Vehicle  Safety  Advisory 

Council,  6-10-75  . 24229 

HEARINGS — 

DOT:  Construction  of  1-66  between  Capital  Beltway 
and  Rosslyn,  Va.,  6-21-75 .  24229 

Office  of  the  Special  Representative  for  Trade  Negotia¬ 
tions:  Trade  Policy  Staff  Committee,  6-75  and  7-75..  242S2 


contents 


AD  HOC  ADVISORY  GROUP  ON  PUERTO 
RICO 

Notices 

Meetings: 

Compact  between  Puerto  Rico 
and  U.S _ _ _  24230 

AGENCY  FOR  INTERNATIONAL 
DEVELOPMENT 

Notices 

Khmer  Republic  and  Vietnam  Re¬ 
public;  vesting  of  title  imder 
AID  Regtilation  1 _  24218 

AGRICULTURAL  MARKETING  SERVICE 


Rules 

Grade,  size,  and  mattulty  stand¬ 
ards: 

Oranges,  grapefruit,  tangerines, 
and  tangelos  grown  in  Flor¬ 
ida  . 24174 

Limitation  of  handling: 

Oranges  (Valencia)  grown  in 
Arizona  and  designated  part 

of  California- . 24175 

Tobacco  (flue-cured) ;  inspection 
and  price  support  service;  allo¬ 
cation  of _ 24173 

Proposed  Rules 
Milk  marketing  areas : 

OhioVaUey . 24193 

Notices 

Meeting: 

Shippers  Advisory  Committee. _  24223 


AGRICULTURE  DEPARTMENT 

See  Agricultural  Marketing  Serv¬ 
ice;  Animal  and  Plant  Health 
Inspection  Service;  Commodity 
Credit  Corporation;  Fanners 
Home  Administration;  Forest 
Service;  Soil  Conservation  Serv¬ 
ice. 

ANIMAL  AND  PLANT  HEALTH  > 
INSPECTION  SERVICE 

Rules 

Breeds  and  books  of  record: 

Swine _ 24176 


Proposed  Rules 

Virus,  senuns,  toxins,  and  analo¬ 
gous  products;  standard  re¬ 
quirements  (2  documents) _  24203 

ARMS  CONTROL  AND  DISARMAMENT 
AGENCY 
Notices 

Report  on  closed  meetings;  avail¬ 
ability  _  24230 

ARMY  DEPARTMENT 

See  Engineers  Corps. 

CIVIL  AERONAUTICS  BOARD 

Notices 

Hearings,  etc.: 

Compagnie  Nationale  Air 
France  _  24230 

CIVIL  RIGHTS  COMMISSION 
Notices 

Meetings: 

Delaware  State  Advisory  Com¬ 
mittee  _  24231 

COMMERCE  DEPARTMENT 
See  Domestic  and  International 
Business  Administration;  Mari¬ 
time  Administration;  National 
Oceanic  and  Atmospheric  Ad¬ 
ministration. 

COMMITTEE  FOR  THE  IMPLEMENTATION 
OF  TEXTILE  AGREEMENTS 

Notices 

Cotton,  wool  and  man-made  tex¬ 
tiles: 

Mexico  _  24230 

COMMODITY  CREDIT  CORPORATION 
Rules 

Tobacco  (flue-cured)  producers; 
warehouse  designations _ 24175 

DEFENSE  DEPARTMENT 

See  Engineer  Corps. 


DOMESTIC  AND  INTERNATIONAL 
BUSINESS  ADMINISTRATION 


Notices 

Scientific  articles,  duty-free  entry : 
Children’s  Hospital  Medical 

Center,  Mass _  24224 

San  Diego  State  University 

Foundation  et  al _  24225 

University  of  Illinois,  et  al _  24225 


DRUG  ENFORCEMENT  ADMINISTRATION 
Proposed  Rules 

Schedules  of  controlled  substances : 
Librax  and  Menrlum _  24216 

EDUCATION  OFFICE 
Notices 

Title  1  audit  appeal;  approval  of 
applications: 

Florida _  24228 

ENERGY  RESEARCH  AND  DEVELOPMENT 

ADMINISTRATION 

Notices 

Environmental  statements: 

Rocky  Flats  Site,  Colo__ .  24234 

ENGINEERS  CORPS 
Proposed  Ruies 
Danger  zone  regulations : 

Chesapeake  Bay  off  Ft.  Monroe, 

Va _ 24193 

ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION  AGENCY 
Rules 

Air  pollution  control;  new  motor 


vehicles  and  engines: 

Light  duty  vehicles;  1977  in¬ 
terim  standards  and  1976  and 

later  emission  standards _  24349 

Technical  amendments;  correc¬ 
tions  _ 24186 

Air  quality  implementation  plans; 

Oi^on _ 24185 

Texas;  ship  and  barge  vapor  re¬ 
covery  _  24185 
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Rockwell  _ 24178 

Standard  instrument  approach 
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24184 
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24236 
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Certificates,  abandonmmt  of  serv¬ 
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Gas  Co _ 1 _  24237 
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Corp  -  24237 

Columbus  and  Southern  Ohio 

Electric  Co _  24239 
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Martinsville,  Virginia  V.  Appa¬ 
lachian  Power  Co _  24239 

McCulloch  Interstate  Gas  Corp.  24242 

Missouri  Utilities  Co _  24242 

Mobil  Oil  Corp _  24243 

Natural  Gas  Pipeline  Company 

of  America  (2  documents) _ 24243, 

24244 

Nevada  Power  Co _  24244 

New  Ekigland  Power  Co _  24245 

Pacific  Gas  and  Electric  Co _  24246 

Rhonda  Operating  Co _  24246 

Small  producer  certificates;  ap¬ 
plications  _  24246 

South  Carolina  Electric  and  Gas 

Co _  24247 

Texas  Eastern  Transmission 

Corp  _  24248 

Texas  Pacific  Oil  Co.,  Inc _  24248 

Transcontinental  Gas  Pipeline 

Corp  _  24249 

United  Gas  Pipe  Line  Co _  24249 

Valley  Gas  Transmission,  Inc _  24249 

Yankee  Atomic  Electric  Power 
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FISH  AND  WILDLIFE  SERVICE 
Notices 

Coyote  damage  control;  cattle, 
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F(X)D  AND  DRUG  ADMINISTRATION 
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ing  . 24327 

Notices 

Human  drugs: 

Thiazides,  certain;  opportunity 
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tion. 
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Meetings: 
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tion  _  24228 
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special  forbearance  relief _ 24183 
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This  section  of  the  FEDERAL  REGISTER  contains  regulatory  documents  hsuing  general  applicabiiity  and  legal  effect  most  of  which  are 
keyed  to  and  codified  in  the  Code  of  Federal  Regulations,  which  is  publishad  under  50  titles  pursuant  to  44  U.SX.  1510. 

The  Code  of  Federal  Regulations  is  sold  by  the  Superintendent  of  Documents.  Prices  of  new  books  are  listed  in  the  first  FEDERAL 
REGISTER  issue  of  each  month. 


Title  7 — ^Agriculture 

CHAPTER  I— AGRICULTURAL  MARKETING 
SERVICE  (STANOAROS,  INSPECTIONS, 
MARKETING  PRACTICES),  DEPART¬ 
MENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 

PART  29— TOBACCO  INSPECTION 

Allocation  of  ToImcco  Inspection  Service; 

EligibHIty  for  Price  Support 

On  March  5,  1975,  a  notice  of  rule- 
making  was  published  in  the  Feoebal 
RgeisTXR  (40  FR  10190)  containing  pro¬ 
posals  by  the  Department  to  amend  its 
regulations,  relating  to  tobacco  inspec¬ 
tion  and  price  support  services  with  re¬ 
gard  to  flue-cured  tobacco,  by  amending 
Subpart  A — Tobacco  Loan  Program  (7 
CFR  Part  1464)  and  Subpart  G — Policy 
Statement  and  Regulations  Governing 
Availability  of  Tobacco  Inspection  and 
Price  Support  Services  for  Flue -Cured 
Tobacco  on  Designated  Markets  (7  CFR 
Part  29) .  The  aforesaid  policy  statement 
and  regulations  are  statements  of  agency 
policy  and  rules  and  regulations  issued 
pursuant  to  the  authority  of  the  Tobacco 
Inspection  Act  (49  Stat.  731,  7  CFR  511 
•t  seq.) ;  the  Commodity  Cre^t  Corpora¬ 
tion  Charter  Act  (62  Stat.  1070,  as 
amended,  15  U.S.C.  714  et  seq.) ;  and  the 
Agricultural  Act  of  1949,  as  amended 
(63  Stat.  1051,  7  n.S.C.  1421  et  seq.) . 

Interested  persons  were  afforded  op¬ 
portunity  to  file  written  data,  views  and 
arguments  on  the  proposed  amendments 
to  the  regulations  and  34  statements 
were  received.  After  consideration  of  all 
relevant  materisil  including  the  material 
set  forth  in  the  aforesaid  notice,  the 
data,  views  and  argionents  filed  thereon, 
and  other  available  information,  it  is 
concluded  that  such  amendments  to  the 
tobacco  Inspection  and  price  support 
regulations  should  be  made  effective  with 
the  modifications  set  forth  below. 

Statement  of  consideration.  Under  the 
amended  regulations,  the  warehouse 
designation  card  is  eliminated  in  favor 
of  the  use  of  the  producer’s  marketing 
card.  Issued  by  ASCS.  This  would  elimi¬ 
nate  the  necessity  for  a  producer  to  have 
two  cards  in  order  to  sell  his  tobacco 
with  price  support.  The  producer’s 
marketing  card,  in  addition  to  the  other 
information  thereon,  will  indicate  the 
warehouse  niunber  of  the  warehouse 
which  the  producer  has  designated  for 
obtaining  price  support  when  selling  his 
tobacco.  In  the  case  of  producers  who 
choose  not  to  designate  their  tobacco, 
the  marketing  card  will  indicate  that 
the  tobacco  Is  undesignated. 

Another  amendment  to  the  regula¬ 
tions  provides  that  violations  at  the  end 
of  one  marketing  season  will  be  carried 
over  into  the  following  marketing  sea¬ 
son.  This  amendment  will  clarify  the 
current  regulations  which  merely  imply 
that  warehouses  that  oversell  at  the  end 


of  the  season  must  come  back  Into  com¬ 
pliance  at  the  beginning  of  the  next  sell¬ 
ing  season.  This  type  of  provision  is 
necessary  to  negate  any  advantage  that 
might  accrue  otherwise  by  warehouse 
oversales  on  the  last  sales  days  of  a 
marketing  season.  The  regulations  will 
also  be  amended  to  allow  a  warehouse 
which  undersells  its  designated  sales  op¬ 
portunity  to  carry  over  such  unus^ 
sales  opportunity  to  the  next  immediate 
sales  day  to  a  maximum  of  2,500  pounds 
for  designated  tobacco  and  250  pounds 
for  undesignated  tobacco.  'This  added 
tolerance  will  not  add  much,  if  any, 
tobacco  to  the  weekly  sales  schedule  and 
will  enable  the  warehouses  to  use  as 
much  sales  time  as  they  can  without  an 
onerous  burden  of  computation  and 
scheduling. 

The  provisions  in  the  regulations  con¬ 
cerning  the  sales  opportunity  for  un- 
deslgnated  tobacco  are  also  amended  so 
as  to  provide  that  the  recommendations 
by  the  Flue-C?ured  Tobacco  Advisory 
Committee  for  undesignated  tobacco  re- 
fiect  the  information  available  to  the 
Committee  with  regard  to  the  amount  of 
imdesignated  tobacco  available  for  sale 
in  any  marketing  area.  TTie  Secretary 
had  previously  proposed  that  the  sales 
opportunity  “reflect  the  Secretary’s 
ccdculatlons  as  the  amotmt  of  undesig¬ 
nated  tobacco  available  for  sale  in  any 
marketing  area.**  In  the  only  comment 
received  on  this  proposed  amendment, 
the  Commissioner  of  the  Commonwealth 
of  Virginia  Department  of  Agriculture 
and  Commerce  pointed  out  that  the  pro¬ 
posal  might  be  too  restrictive  on  the 
Committee  and  that  the  regulations 
should  continue  to  give  the  Committee 
access  to  all  available  information  In 
making  determinations  which  are  part 
of  its  recommendations  to  the  Secretary, 
This  is  In  accord  with  the  Committee’s 
fimction  and  the  proposal,  therefore.  Is 
modified  as  indicated.  The  Commissioner 
also  pointed  out  that  the  proposal  with 
regard  to  the  Secretary’s  authority  to 
authorize  additional  undesignated  sales 
opportunity  during  the  “close-out”  may 
be  difficult  to  administer  since  market¬ 
ing  areas  have  not  been  delineated  in 
relation  to  production.  He  further 
pointed  out  that  requiring  that  tobacco 
be  eligible  for  designation  to  a  ware¬ 
house  Is  sufficiently  restrictive  making 
it  unnecessary  to  also  require  that 
tobacco  be  grown  within  a  “marketing 
area.”  This  concern  is  well  taken,  and 
the  regulations  concerning  the  Secre¬ 
tary’s  authority  to  authmize  additional 
undesignated  sales  opportunity  is,  Uiere- 
fore,  amended  so  as  to  provide  that.  In 
addition  to  the  requirement  that  the 
warehouse  provide  proper  proof  that  it 
has  available  for  sale  undesignated 


tobacco  which  has  not  been  previously 
designated  and  which  is  in  excess  of  the 
amount  allowed  by  the  schedule,  the 
warehouse  only  need  show  that  the  to¬ 
bacco  had  been  eligible  for  designation 
to  that  warehouse  had  the  producer 
chosen  to  designate  it.  Moreover,  in 
order  to  clarify  the  current  provision,  the 
regulations  are  modified  to  indicate  that 
extra  selling  time  for  undesignated 
tobacco  may  be  made  available  by  the 
Secretary  only  during  the  close-out  pe¬ 
riod  in  any  marketing  area. 

All  comments  received  were  directed, 
at  least  in  part,  to  the  proposal  to  amend 
.the  regulations  in  regard  to  the  pro¬ 
ducer’s  right  to  redesignate  his  tobacco 
subsequent  to  the  opening  of  the  flue- 
cured  tobacco  markets.  Diverse  com¬ 
ments  were  received  on  the  proposed 
change  In  the  redeslgnatlon  procedure. 
Several  comments  favored  the  proposal, 
some  favored  last  year’s  procedure,  and 
still  others  were  in  favor  of  another 
alternative  which  they  proposed.  Some 
of  the  comments  received  pointed  out 
that  the  Department’s  proposal  might 
create  Instability  in  the  marketing  of 
flue-cured  tobacco.  In  addition,  some  of 
the  comments  received,  as  well  as  the 
views  expressed  by  the  Flue-Cured  To¬ 
bacco  Advisory  Committee,  indicate  the 
procedure  followed  last  year  was  gen¬ 
erally  well  accepted  in  the  flue-cured  to¬ 
bacco  marketing  area  by  all  segments  of 
the  industry.  Since  the  purpose  of  this 
program  is  to  aid  growers,  it  is  there¬ 
fore  concluded  that  for  1975  no  change 
will  be  made  In  the  redesignation  pro¬ 
cedure  followed  last  year. 

Redesignation  will  be  studied  during 
the  marketing  season  to  determine 
whether  changes  may  be  desirable  for 
future  marketing  seasons.  Particular 
consideration  will  be  given  to  determine 
whether  all  producers  are  being  given 
equitable  sales  opportunity  during  the 
marketing  season. 

As  proposed,  the  regulations  will  be 
amended  to  allow  for  an  Immediate  re- 
designation  of  a  farm’s  allotment  upon 
reconstitution  (the  combining  or  (lidd¬ 
ing  of  a  farm  due  to  a  change  in  opera¬ 
tion).  Procedures  for  such  redesigna¬ 
tions,  as  well  as  those  done  as  a  result 
of  a  lease,  shall  be  established  by  the 
Deputy  Administrator,  Programs.  ASCS. 

It  is  hereby  found  and  determined  that 
30  da3rs’  notice  of  the  effective  date  here¬ 
of  is  Impractical,  unnecessary,  and  con¬ 
trary  to  the  public  Interest  in  that: 

(a)  Producers,  warehousemen  and 
buyers  are  familiar  with  the  amendments 
since  notice  of  pri^^osed  rulemaking  was 
given  interested  parties  and  they  were 
afforded  opportunity  to  file  written  data, 
views  or  arguments  concerning  the 
amendments  involved; 
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(b)  Farmers,  warehousemen  and  buy¬ 
ers  are  now  making  plans  for  the  mar¬ 
keting  of  the  1975  flue-cured  tobacco 
crop  which  is  expected  to  begin  before 
mid- July;  and 

(c)  Hiese  amendments  are  necessary 
to  continue  orderly  marketing  condi¬ 
tions  in  the  flue-cured  marketing  area 
under  the  grower  designation  plan  which 
was  made  effective  in  the  1974  marketing 
season  and  will  Involve  no  significant 
change  in  procedures. 

Therefore,  good  cause  exists  for  mak¬ 
ing  the  amendments  to  the  regulations 
herein  effective  June  5, 1975. 

Accordingly,  Part  29  of  this  Title  is 
amended  as  follows: 

1.  Section  29.9404  is  amended  as  fol¬ 
lows: 

§  29.9404  Marketing  area  opening  dates 
and  marketing  tiehedules. 

(a)  The  Flue-Cured  Tobacco  Advisory 
Committee  shall  recommend,  to  the  Sec¬ 
retary,  marlteting  areas  in  the  flue-cured 
tobacco  production  area  and  marketing 
area  opening  dates  and  selling  sched¬ 
ules  for  both  designated  and  undesig¬ 
nated  tobacco  for  each  marketing  area 
and  for  the  individual  warehouses  In 
each  marketing  area,  which  specify  the 
length  of  time  inspectors  will  be  available 
to  Inspect  designated  tobacco  and  un¬ 
designated  tobacco  and/or  the  quantity 
of  designated  or  tmdeslgnated  tobacco  to 
be  marketed  In  each  area  and  through 
each  wsuehouse  within  such  mt..*keting 
area.  In  developing  such  opening  date 
and  selling  schedules,  the  Committee 
shall  take  into  accoimt  the  following: 

(1)  When  a  sufficient  volume  of  to¬ 
bacco  produced  within  a  specific  area  of 
the  flue-cured  tobacco  production  area 
will  be  ready  for  marketing; 

(2)  *nie  volume  of  tobacco  ready  for 
marketing  which  the  producers  have  des¬ 
ignated  under  S  1464.2(e)  of  this  title  to 
be  sold  at  specific  warehouses  and  also 
the  volume  tobacco  ready  for  market¬ 
ing  which  has  not  been  so  designated  by 
the  producer; 

(3)  With  regard  to  imdesignated  to¬ 
bacco.  the  Committee  shall  first  deter¬ 
mine.  on  the  basis  of  all  Information 
available  to  It,  the  volume  of  undeslg- 
nated  tobacco  In  a  geographical  area,  and 
then  shall  provide  sales  opportunity  for 
each  warehouse'to  sell  an  amount  of  the 
undesignated  toba(x:o  available  for  sale 
from  that  geographical  area  in  propor- 
ticm  to  the  amount  of  tobacco  designated 
to  the  warehouse  In  comparison  to  the 
total  amount  of  tobacco  designated  in  the 
marketing  area  In  which  the  warehouse 
Is  located.  Provided,  however.  That,  dur¬ 
ing  the  close-out  period  In  a  marketing 
area,  the  Secretary  may  authorize  addi¬ 
tional  undesignated  sales  opportimity  If 
the  warehouse  provided  proper  proof  that 
It  does.  In  fact,  have  available  for  sale 
a  volume  of  tobacco  which  has  not  previ¬ 
ously  been  designated  and  which  was 
eligible  for  designation  to  that  ware¬ 
house  had  the  producer  chosen  to  desig¬ 
nate  and  that  such  additional  volume  of 
tobacco  warrants  more  sales  opportuni^ 
than  idlowed  by  the  schedule; 


(4)  The  processing  or  redrying  capac¬ 
ity  of  the  industry  suid  the  number  of 
Inspectors  available  to  provide  Inspection 
service  during  the  specific  period  in¬ 
volved; 

(5)  Such  other  factors  or  Information 
as  may  be  necessary  to  develop  an  eff- 
fective  and  equitable  opening  date  and 
selling  schedule. 

2.  Section  29.9406  is  amended  by  re¬ 
vising  paragraphs  (b)  and  (d)  as  fol¬ 
lows: 

§  29.9406  Failure  of  warehouse  to  com¬ 
ply  with  opening  date  and  selling 
schedule. 

•  •  •  •  • 

(b)  Except  as  provided  In  paragraph 

(c)  of  this  section  on  any  sales  day  a 
warehouseman  sells  tobacco  in  excess  of 
that  allowed  by  the  selling  schedules, 
such  excess  amount  shall  be  deducted 
from  the  quantity  of  tobacco  authorized 
to  be  sold  at  that  warehouse  on  either 
or  both  of  the  following  two  sales  days, 
and  if  a  warehouse  sells  tobacco  in  excess 
of  that  allowed  by  the  selling  schedule  on 
either  of  the  last  two  sales  days  in  one 
selling  season,  then  It  shall  deduct  such 
excess  on  either  or  both  of  the  first  two 
sales  days  of  the  next  selling  season.  If 
such  deductions  of  excess  sales  are  not 
made  by  the  warehouse  within  such  two 
days,  no  tobacco  inspection  or  price  sup¬ 
port  services  ^all  be  made  available  at 
such  warehouse  on  the  next  succeeding 
sales  day.  However,  any  such  adjustment 
which  is  within  100  pounds  of  the  re¬ 
quired  reducticoi  shall  be  considered  as 
In  compliance  with  this  section. 

•  •  •  •  • 

(d)  If,  on  any  sales  day,  a  warehouse 
does  not  sell  the  full  quantity  of  desig¬ 
nated  or  undesignated  tobacco  author¬ 
ized  to  be  sold  at  such  warehouse,  the 
designated  or  undesignated  sales  opix>r- 
tunlty  at  such  warehouse  on  the  neirt  Im¬ 
mediate  sales  day  shall  automatically  be 
increased  by  the  unsold  quantity  except 
that  no  such  Increase  In  sales  opportu¬ 
nity  shall  exceed  2,500  pounds  for  desig¬ 
nated  tobacco  or  250  pounds  f(H:  undes- 
Ignated  tobacco. 

Dcme  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  30th 
day  ot  May,  1975. 

Richard  L.  Feltner, 
Assistant  Secretary. 

(FB  Doc.76-14555  FUed  6-4-75:8:45  amj 


CHAPTER  IX— AGRICULTURAL  MARKET¬ 
ING  SERVICE  (MARKETING  AGREE¬ 
MENTS  AND  ORDERS;  FRUITS,  VEGE¬ 
TABLES,  NUTS),  DEPARTMENT  OF 
AGRICULTURE 

(Export  Reg.  24,  Arndt.  9] 

PART  905— ORANGES,  GRAPEFRUIT,  TAN¬ 
GERINES,  AND  TANGELOS  GROWN  IN 
FLORIDA 

Amendment  of  Grade  Regulation 

Amendment  9  to  Regulation  24,  effec¬ 
tive  June  9,  1975,  lowers  the  minimum 
grade  requirement  applicable  to  export 
shipments  of  Florida  Valencia,  Lue  Olm 


Gong,  and  similar  late  maturing  oranges 
of  the  Valencia  type  to  U.S.  No.  2  except 
that  such  oranges  shall  be  free  from 
damage  caused  by  dryness  or  mushy 
condition.  The  specification  of  such 
lower  minimum  grade  for  Florida  Val¬ 
encia  and  other  late- type  oranges  is 
necessary  to  satisfy  the  current  and 
prospective  demand  for  such  oranges  by 
export  market  outlets. 

Findings.  (1)  Pursuant  to  the  market¬ 
ing  agreement,  as  amended,  and  Order 
No.  905,  as  amended  (7  CFR  Part  905), 
regulating  the  handling  of  oranges, 
grapefruit,  tangerines,  and  tangelos 
grown  in  Florida,  effective  under  the  ap¬ 
plicable  provisions  of  the  Agricultural 
Marketing  Agreement  Act  of  1937,  as 
amended  (7  U.S.C.  601-674),  and  upon 
the  basis  of  the  recommendations  of  the 
committees  established  under  the  afore¬ 
said  amended  marketing  agreement  and 
order,  and  upon  other  available  Informa¬ 
tion,  it  is  hereby  found  that  the  require¬ 
ments  applicable  to  Valencia.  Lue  Oim 
Gong,  and  similar  late  maturing  oranges 
of  the  Valencia  type,  as  hereinafter  pro¬ 
vided,  will  tend  to  effectuate  the  declared 
policy  of  the  act. 

(2)  This  amendment  reflects  the  De¬ 
partment’s  appraisal  of  the  current  and 
prospective  demand  for  Florida,  Va¬ 
lencia.  Lue  Gim  Gong,  and  similar  late 
maturing  oranges  of  the  Valencia  type 
by  export  outlets.  The  lower  grade  re¬ 
quirement  specified  for  export  shipments 
of  Valencia  and  other  late-type  oranges 
is  consistent  with  the  external  quality 
and  remaining  supply  of  such  oranges. 
Fresh  shipments  of  Florida  round 
oranges  for  the  season  through  May  25, 
1975,  totalled  20,611  carlots,  including 
export  shipments  of  1,770  carlots. 

(3)  It  Is  hereby  further  found  that  It 
Is  Impracticable,  unnecessary,  and  con¬ 
trary  to  the  public  Interest  to  give  pre¬ 
liminary  notice,  engage  In  public  rule- 
making  procedure,  and  postpone  the  ef¬ 
fective  date  of  this  amendment  until  30 
days  after  publication  thereof  in  the 
Federal  Register  (5  U.S.C.  553)  In  that 
the  time  intervening  between  the  date 
when  Information  upon  which  this 
amendment  is  based  became  available 
and  the  time  when  this  amendment  must 
become  effective  in  order  to  effectuate 
the  declared  policy  of  the  act  Is  in¬ 
sufficient;  and  this  amendment  lowers 
requirements  applicable  to  the  handling 
of  Valencia,  Lue  Gim  Gong,  and  similar 
late  maturing  oranges  of  the  Valencia 
type  grown  in  Florida. 

Order.  1.  In  S  905.559  (Export  Regula¬ 
tion  24;  39  FR  32976;  37186;  40  FR  2792, 
11345,  12646,  14889,  16210,  20061,  21467) 
the  provisions  of  paragraph  (b)  (9)  are 
revised  to  read  as  follows: 

§  905.559  Export  Regulation  24. 

•  •  •  •  • 

(b)  •  •  • 

(9)  Any  Valencia,  Lue  Gim  Gong,  and 
similar  late  maturing  oranges  of  the  Va¬ 
lencia  type,  grown  In  the  production  area, 
which  do  not  grade  at  least  U.S.  No.  2, 
except  that  such  oranges  shall  be  free 
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from  damage  caused  by  dryness  or  mushy 
condition; 

•  •  •  •  • 

(8*cs.  1-19,  48  Stat.  31.  as  amended;  7  U£.C. 
601-874) 

Dated:  May  30,  1975,  to  become  effec¬ 
tive  June  9, 1975. 

Charles  R.  Brader, 
Deputy  Director,  Fruit  and  Veg¬ 
etable  Division,  Agricultural 
Marketing  Service. 

IPB  Doc.78-14738  FUed  6-4-75;8:45  am] 


(Valencia  Orange  Regulation  501] 

PART  908 — VALENCIA  ORANGES  GROWN 

IN  ARIZONA  AND  DESIGNATED  PART 

OF  CALIFORNIA 

Limitation  of  Handling 

This  regulation  fixes  the  quantity  of 
Callfomla-Arlzona  Valencia  oranges  that 
may  be  shipped  to  fresh  market  during 
the  weekly  regulation  period  June  6-12, 
1975.  It  is  Issued  pursuant  to  the  Agricul¬ 
tural  Marketing  Agreement  Act  of  1937, 
as  amended,  and  Marketing  Order  No. 
908.  The  quantity  of  Valencia  oranges  so 
fixed  was  arrived  at  after  consideration 
of  the  total  available  supply  of  Valencia 
oranges,  the  quantity  of  Valencia  oranges 
currently  available  for  market,  the  fresh 
market  demand  for  Valencia  oranges, 
Valencia  orange  prices,  and  the  relation¬ 
ship  of  season  average  returns  to  the 
parity  price  for  Valencia  oranges. 

§  908.801  Valencia  Orange  Regulation 
501. 

(a)  Findings.  (1)  Pursuant  to  the 
marketing  agreement,  as  amended,  and 
Order  No.  908,  as  amended  (7  CPR  Part 
908) ,  regruhtting  the  handling  of  Valencia 
oranges  grown  in  Arizona  and  designated 
part  of  California,  effective  under  the 
applicable  provisions  of  the  Agricultural 
Marketing  Agreement  Act  of  1937,  as 
amended  (7  U.S.C.  601-674),  and  upon 
the  basis  of  the  recommendations  and  in¬ 
formation  submitted  by  the  Valencia 
Orange  Administrative  Committee,  es¬ 
tablished  under  the  said  amended  mar¬ 
keting  agreement  and  order,  and  upon 
other  available  Information,  it  Is  hereby 
found  that  the  limitation  of  handling  of 
such  Valencia  oranges,  as  hereinafter 
provided,  will  tend  to  effectuate  the  de¬ 
clared  policy  of  the  act 

(2)  The  need  for  this  regulation  to 
limit  the  respective  quantities  of  Valencia 
oranges  that  may  be  marketed  from 
District  1,  District  2,  and  District  3  dur¬ 
ing  the  ensuing  week  stems  from  the  pro¬ 
duction  and  marketing  situation  con¬ 
fronting  the  Valencia  orange  industry. 

(1)  The  committee  has  submitted  its 
recommendation  with  respect  to  the 
quantities  of  Valencia  oranges  that 
i^ould  be  marketed  during  the  next  suc¬ 
ceeding  week.  Such  recommendation,  de¬ 
signed  to  provide  equity  of  marketing 
opportunity  to  handlers  in  all  districts, 
resulted  from  consideration  of  the  factors 
enumerated  In  the  order.  The  committee 
farther  reporti  that  the  fresh  market  de- 
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mand  for  Valencia  oranges  continues  to 
be  fairly  strong. 

Prices  f.o.b.  averaged  $3.87  per  carton  on 
a  reported  sales  volume  of  846,000  cartons  last 
week,  compared  with  an  average  f.o.b.  price 
of  $3.46  per  carton  and  sales  of  660,000  car¬ 
tons  a  week  earlier. 

Track  and  rolling  supplies  at  547  cars 
were  up  100  cars  from  last  week. 

(il)  Having  considered  the  recom¬ 
mendation  and  Information  submitted  by 
the  committee,  and  other  available  infor¬ 
mation,  the  Sroretary  finds  that  the  re¬ 
spective  quantities  of  Valencia  oranges 
which  may  be  handled  should  be  fixed  as 
hereinafter  set  forth. 

(3)  It  is  hereby  further  found  that  it 
is  impracticable  and  contrary  to  the  pub¬ 
lic  interest  to  give  preliminary  notice,  en¬ 
gage  in  public  rule-making  procedure, 
and  postpone  the  effective  date  of  this 
regulation  until  30  days  after  publication 
hereof  in  the  Federal  Recister  (5  U.S.C. 
553)  because  the  time  intervening 
between  the  date  when  information 
upon  which  this  regulation  Is  based  be¬ 
came  available  and  the  time  when  this 
regulation  must  become  effective  in 
order  to  effectuate  the  declared  policy  of 
the  act  is  insufficient,  and  a  reasonable 
time  is  permitted,  under  the  circum¬ 
stances,  for  preparation  for  such  effec¬ 
tive  time;  and  good  cause  exists  for 
making  the  provisions  hereof  effective  as 
hereinafter  set  forth.  The  committee 
held  an  open  meeting  during  the  current 
week,  after  giving  due  notice  thereof,  to 
consider  supply  and  market  conditions 
for  Valencia  oranges  and  the  need  for 
regulation:  interested  pn'sons  were  af¬ 
forded  an  opportunity  to  submit  infor¬ 
mation  and  views  at  this  meeting;  the 
recommendation  and  supporting  infor¬ 
mation  for  regulation  during  the  period 
specified  herein  were  promptly  sub¬ 
mitted  to  the  Department  after  such 
meeting  was  held;  the  provisions  of  this 
regulation,  including  its  effective  time, 
are  identical  with  the  aforesaid  recom¬ 
mendation  of  the  committee,  and  infor¬ 
mation  concerning  such  provisions  and 
effective  time  has  been  disseminated 
among  handlers  of  such  Valencia 
oranges;  it  is  necessary,  in  order  to  ef¬ 
fectuate  the  declared  policy  of  the  act, 
to  make  this  regulation  effective  during 
the  period  herein  specified;  and  com¬ 
pliance  with  this  regulation  will  not  re¬ 
quire  any  special  preparation  on  the  part 
of  persons  subject  hereto  which  can¬ 
not  be  completed  on  or  before  the  effec¬ 
tive  date  hereof.  Such  committee  meet¬ 
ing  was  held  cm  June  3, 1975. 

(b)  Order.  (1)  The  respective  quan¬ 
tities  of  Valencia  oranges  grown  in 
Arizona  and  designated  part  of  Califor¬ 
nia  which  may  be  hanciled  during  the 
period  June  6.  1975,  through  Jime  12, 
1975,  are  hereby  fixed  as  follows: 

(1)  District  1:  260,000  cartons; 

(li)  District  2  :  490,000  cartons; 

(iii)  District  3  :  250,000  cartons.” 

(2)  As  used  in  this  secticm,  “handled”, 
“District  1”,  “District  2”.  “District  3”. 
and  “carton”  have  the  same  meaning  as 
when  used  in  said  amended  marketing 
agreement  and  order. 
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(Secs.  1-10,  48  Stat.  81,  as  amended;  7  UJ3.C. 
601-674) 

Dated:  Jime  4. 1975. 

Charles  R.  Brader, 
Deputy  Director,  Fruit  and 
Vegetable  Division,  Agricul¬ 
tural  Marketing  Service. 

[FR  Doc.75-14932  Filed  6-4-75;ll:38  am] 


CHAPTER  XlV— COMMODITY  CREDIT  COR¬ 
PORATION,  DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICUL¬ 
TURE 

SUBCHAPTER  ■ — LOANS.  PURCHASES  AND 
OTHER  OPERATIONS 

[Arndt.  3] 

PART  1464 — ^TOBACCO 
Subpart  A — Tobacco  Loan  Program 

Flue-Cured  Tobacco  Producers’ 
Designatioit  of  Warehouses 

Commodity  Credit  Corporation  Is 
amending  the  regulations  concerning  the 
Tobacco  Loan  Program  (7  CPR  Part  1464, 
Subpart  A) .  For  a  statement  of  consider¬ 
ation  regarding  these  amendments,  see 
the  preamble  to  the  amendments  to  7 
CFR,  Part  29,  Eubpart  G,  (FR  Doc.  75- 
14555)  also  anpearlng  hi  this  issue. 

Section  1464.2  of  the  Tobacco  Loan 
Program  Regulations  is  amended  by  re¬ 
vising  paragraphs  (e)(2)  (ill),  (iv),  (v), 
and  (vl)  to  read  as  follows: 

§  1464.2  Availability  of  price  s^upiiorl. 

*  •  •  •  • 

(e)  •  •  • 

(2)  •  •  * 

(iii)  When  producer  designations  shall 
be  made.  Producer  designations  of  the 
warehouse  or  warehouses  at  which  they 
will  market  their  tobacco  shall  be  made 
each  year  during  a  period  which  shall  be 
announced  by  the  countv  ASCS  office  in 
their  county  pri'^r  to  the  start  of  the  pe¬ 
riod.  Such  period  sh«»ll  be  prior  to  May  31 
each  year.  Producers  who  lease  quota  or 
whose  farm  is  reconstituted  (the  com¬ 
bining  or  dividing  of  a  farm  due  to  a 
change  in  oneration)  after  such  period 
may  designate  the  warehouse  or  ware¬ 
houses  at  which  the  tobcu;co  Involved  will 
be  mariceted,  as  advised  by  the  County 
ASCS  office,  pursuant  to  procedures  to 
be  established  by  the  Deputy  Adminis¬ 
trator,  Programs,  ASCS.  Redesignation 
(a  change  in  warehouses  designated  or 
in  pounds  designated  to  the  warehouse) 
or  initial  designations  for  undesignated 
farms  may  be  made  during  the  five  work 
days  ending  on  the  first  Friday  of  each 
calendar  month  after  any  fiue-cured 
marketing  area  has  opened  for  inspec¬ 
tion  and  sale  of  tobacco.  Producers  who 
have  designated  warehouses  which  cease 
to  operate  or  cease  to  have  tobacco  in¬ 
spection  or  price  support  available  may 
change  their  designations  of  such  ware¬ 
houses  at  any  time  subsequent  to  such 
occurrences. 

(Iv)  Form  and  content  of  designations. 
A  designation  shall  be  made  for  each 
warehouse  at  which  a  producer  desires 
to  market  his  tobacco  by  executing  a 
form  provided  by  the  county  ABCS  office. 
The  producer  will  be  required  to  indicate 
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on  such  form  the  name  of  the  ware¬ 
house  or  warehouses  designated  by  him 
and  the  pounds  of  flue-cured  tobacco 
he  desires  to  sell  at  such  warehouse  as 
well  as  any  other  Information  required 
on  such  form. 

(V)  Entering  warehouse  designation 
information.  The  warehouse  code  num¬ 
ber  of  the  warehouse  the  producer  has 
designated  for  his  tobacco  will  be  Indi¬ 
cated  on  the  farm  marketing  card.  If  the 
producer  has  not  designated  a  warehouse, 
a  warehouse  number  code  will  not  be 
shown  on  the  marketing  card.  Changes 
In  designation  by  the  producer  shall  be 
accompll^ed  by  the  producer  returning 
his  marketing  card  to  county  ASCS  of¬ 
fice  and  requesting  the  transfer  of  any 
unmarketed  pounds  of  flue-cured  tobacco 
shown  aa  any  marketing  card  to  another 
eligible  warehouse  or  warehouses. 

(vl)  Use  of  warehouse  designation  in¬ 
formation.  (a)  A  separate  sale  bill 
marked  “no  price  support”  shall  be  pre- 
psu'ed  for  that  quantity  of  tobacco 
weighed  in  that  Is  in  excess  of  the  balance 
of  the  pounds  designated  as  shown  on 
the  marketing  card; 

(b)  The  warehouse  shall  mark  “no 
price  support”  on  a  sale  bill  for  any  to¬ 
bacco  which  Is  presented  for  sale  and 
which  Is  accompanied  by  a  marketing 
card  which  does  not  show  a  warehouse 
code  or  which  shows  a  code  of  another 
warehouse. 

Effective  Date:  June  5. 1975. 

(Secs.  4  and  5,  62  Stat.  1070  as  amended  (15 
UB.C.  T14b.  714c):  secs.  101,  106,  401,  403, 
63  Stat.  1051,  as  amended,  1054,  74  Stat.  6 
(T  UB.O.  1441,  1445,  1421,  1423)) 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  on  June  2, 
1975. 

Kenneth  E.  Frick, 
Executive  Vice  President, 
Commodity  Credit  Corporation. 

(FR  Doc.75-14747  FUed  6-4-75:8:45  am] 


Title  9 — Animals  and  Animal  Products 

CHAPTER  I — ANIMAL  AND  PLANT  HEALTH 
INSPECTION  SERVICE.  DEPARTMENT 
OF  AGRICULTURE 

SUBCHAPTER  G — ANIMAL  BREEDS 

PART  151— RECOGNITION  OF  BREEDS 
AND  BOOKS  OF  RECORD  OF  PUREBRED 
ANIMALS 

Recognized  Breeds  and  Books  of  Record 

Statement  of  considerations.  The  pur¬ 
pose  of  this  amendment  Is  to  Include 
Landrace  swine  in  the  listing  of  recog¬ 
nized  breeds  and  the  books  of  record  of 
the  Canaan  National  Live  Stock  Rec¬ 
ords  contained  in  9  CTR  S  151.9(b)(1). 
An  examination  has  been  made  by  the 
Animal  and  Plant  Health  Inspection 
Service  of  the  microfilm  records  and  the 
rules  of  entry  for  the  registration  of 
Landrace  swine  in  Canada,  and  it  has 
been  determined  that  these  rules  and 
records  are  complete  and  adequate  to 
provide  a  sufficient  pedigree  certificate  to 
meet  the  requirements  of  9  CFR  Part  151. 

Accordingly,  in  §  151.9,  the  chart  in 
paragraph  (b)  (1)  Is  amended  by  insert¬ 


ing  the  following  in  alphabetical  order 
under  the  heading  “Swine”: 

§  151.9  Recognized  breeds  and  books  of 
record. 


•  •  •  •  • 

(b)(1)  •  •  • 

Code  Swine 

6003  -  Landrace 


(Sec.  101,  76  Stot.  72,  Item  100.01,  Title  I, 
Tariff  Act  of  1930,  as  amended:  (19  U.S.C. 
1202,  Item  100.01):  37  FR  28464,  28477;  38 
FR  19141.) 

Effective  date.  The  foregoing  amend¬ 
ment  shall  become  effective  on  Jime  5, 
1975. 

The  effect  of  the  amendment  is  to 
provide  for  duty-free  entry  of  certain 
purebred  animals  and,  in  order  to  be  of 
maximum  benefit  to  persons  desiring  to 
import  such  animals,  the  amendment 
should  be  made  effective  promptly  to  be 
of  maximum  benefit  to  affected  persons. 
It  does  not  appear  that  public  participa¬ 
tion  in  this  rulemaking  proceeding  would 
make  additional  relevant  information 
available  to  the  Department. 

Accordingly,  under  the  administra¬ 
tive  procedure  provisions  in  5  U.S.C,  553, 
it  is  found  upon  good  cause  that  notice 
and  other  public  procedure  with  respect 
to  the  amendment  are  impracticable  and 
contrary  to  the  public  interest,  and  good 
cause  is  found  for  making  the  amend¬ 
ment  effective  less  than  30  days  after 
publication  in  the  Federal  Register, 

Done  at  Washington,  D.C..  this  30th 
day  of  May  1975. 

M.  A.  MixsoN, 

Acting  Deputy  Administrator, 
Veterinary  Services,  Animal 
and  Plant  Health  Inspection 
Service. 

(FR  Doc.76-14730  FUed  6-4-76:8:46  am] 

Title  10— Energy 

CHAPTER  II — FEDERAL  ENERGY 
ADMINISTRATION 

PART  211— MANDATORY  PETROLEUM 
ALLOCATION  REGULATIONS 

Subpart  L — General  Reporting  and 
Recordkeeping  Requiremente 

Elimination  or  Supplier’s  Use  or  FEA 

Form  to  Calculate  Distribution  or 

Allocable  Supplies 

On  May  1,  1975,  the  Federal  Energy 
Administration  issued  a  notice  of  pro¬ 
posed  rulemaking  (40  FR  19660,  May  6, 
1975)  to  amend  10  CFR  211.223  to  elim¬ 
inate  the  requirement  that  suppliers 
of  allocated  products  maintain  records 
on  FEA  forms  demonstrating  the  basis 
for  distribution  of  allocable  supplies 
among  their  various  purchasers. 

Adoption  of  the  proposed  amendment 
will  eliminate  the  need  for  Form  FEX)- 
22.  However,  suppliers  will  be  required 
to  maintain  records  which  shall  contain 
the  information  required  in  §  211.223  and 
which  shall  be  subject  to  FEA  audit. 

Interested  parties  were  given  the  op¬ 
portunity  to  submit,  not  later  than 
May  27,  1975,  data,  views  or  arguments 
regarding  this  proposaL 


Those  organizations  submitting  com¬ 
ments  imanimously  supported  the  pro¬ 
posal,  and  the  amendment  is  adopted 
without  change. 

(Emergency  Petroleum  Allocation  Act  of  1973, 
Pub.  L.  93-169,  as  amended  by  Pub.  L.  93- 
511;  Federal  Energy  Administration  Act  of 

1974,  Pub.  L.  93-276:  E.O.  11790,  39  FR  23185) 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing.  Part 
211,  Chapter  H  of  Title  10,  Code  of  Fed¬ 
eral  Regulations,  is  amended  as  set  forth 
below,  effective  June  1,  1975. 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  May  30, 

1975. 

Robert  E.  Montgomery,  Jr., 
General  Counsel. 

Section  211.223  is  amended  to  revise 
the  flrst  two  sentences  to  read  as  follows: 

§  211.223  Recordkeeping  requirements. 

Suppliers  which  sell  to  wholesale  pur¬ 
chaser-consumers  and  end-users  shall 
maintain  records,  subject  to  FEIA  audit, 
which  shall  be  made  available  to  the 
FEA  uix>n  request,  which  demonstrate 
the  basis  for  distribution  of  allocable  sup¬ 
plies  among  their  various  purchasers. 
These  records  shall  contain  the  follow¬ 
ing  information  for  each  allocated  prod¬ 
uct  and  for  each  purchaser  for  each 
period  corresponding  to  a  base  period: 

•  •  •  •  • 

(FR  Doc.75-14642  FUed  5-36-76:6:54  pm] 

Title  14 — Aeronautics  and  Space 

CHAPTER  I— FEDERAL  AVIATION  ADMIN¬ 
ISTRATION.  DEPARTMENT  OF  TRANS¬ 
PORTATION 

(Docket  No.  14683;  Arndt.  39-2236] 

PART  39— AIRWORTHINESS  DIRECTIVES 

British  Aircraft  Corporation  Viscount 
Model  700  Series  Airplanes 

There  has  been  a  report  of  an  in-flight 
failure  of  the  horizontal  stabilizer  on  a 
Viscount  Model  700  Series  airplane,  that 
resulted  in  its  crash  and  total  destruc¬ 
tion.  An  investigation  of  the  crash  indi¬ 
cated  that  the  left  horizontal  stabilizer 
separated  in  flight  as  a  result  of  fatigue 
failure  of  the  rear  spar  upper  forward 
boom.  Since  this  condition  is  likely  to 
exist  or  develop  in  other  airplanes  of  the 
same  type  design,  an  airworthiness  di¬ 
rective  (AD)  is  being  issued  which  re¬ 
quires  a  one  time  fluorescent  penetrant 
inspection  of  the  left  and  right  hori¬ 
zontal  stabilizer  rear  spar  upper  forward 
booms  for  cracks,  a  one  time  visual  in¬ 
spection  of  the  boom  flanges  for  corro- 
sicHi  in  the  area  of  the  root  end  fitting, 
and  repair,  modification,  or  replacement, 
as  appropriate.  In  addition,  the  AD  im¬ 
poses  additional  life  limitations  on  cer¬ 
tain  stabilizer  components. 

Since  this  situation  requires  immedi¬ 
ate  adoption  of  this  regulation,  notice 
and  public  procedure  herein  are  im¬ 
practicable  and  good  cause  exists  for 
making  this  amendment  effective  in  less 
than  30  days. 

This  amendment  is  made  under  the 
authority  of  sections  313(a),  601,  and 
603  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1958 
(49  n.s.c.  1354(a).  1421,  and  1423),  and 
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of  section  6(c)  of  the  Department  of 
Transportation  Act  (49  U.S.C.  1655(c)). 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  and 
pursuant  to  the  authority  delegated  to 
me  by  the  Administrator  (14  CFR 
11.89),  §  39.13  of  Part  39  of  the  Federal 
Aviation  Regulations  is  amended  by  add¬ 
ing  the  following  new  airworUiiness 
directive: 

British  Aircraft  Corporation.  Applies  to 
Viscount  Model  700  Series  airplanes  cer¬ 
tificated  In  aU  categories. 

Compliance  required  as  Indicated. 

To  prevent  the  possible  In-fiight  fatigue 
failure  of  the  horizontal  stabilizer,  accom¬ 
plish  the  following: 

(a)  For  horizontal  stabilizer  rear  spars 
with  more  than  26,000  landings  on  the  effec¬ 
tive  date  of  this  AD,  comply  with  paragraphs 
(c)  and  (d)  of  this  AD  within  the  next  10 
landings  or  50  hours  time  In  service,  which¬ 
ever  occurs  first,  unless  already  accomplished. 

(b)  For  all  horizontal  stabilizer  rear  spars 
not  covered  In  paragriq)h  (a)  of  this  AD, 
comply  with  paragraphs  (c)  and  (d)  of  this 
AD  before  the  accumulation  of  20,000  total 
landings  or  the  lesser  of  100  landings  or 
300  hours  time  In  service  after  the  effective 
date  of  this  AD,  whichever  occurs  later,  un¬ 
less  already  accomplished. 

(c)  Inflect  the  rear  spar  of  the  left  and 
right  horizontal  stabilizer  for  cracks  and  cor¬ 
rosion,  and  repair  or  replace  as  necessary. 
In  accordance  with  CAA-approved  British 
Aircraft  Corporation  (BAC)  Alert  Prelimi¬ 
nary  Technical  Leaflet  (PTL)  No.  298,  Issue 
1,  dated  August  16,  1974,  or  an  FAA-approved 
equivalent. 

(d)  Accomplish  BAC  Modification  Leaflet 
D.3268  or  D.3269,  or  an  FAA-approved  equiva¬ 
lent  of  either,  as  provided  In  BAC  PTL  No. 
298,  Issue  1. 

(e)  Spar  booms  on  which  the  corrosion 
damage  exceeds  the  limits  set  forth  In  BAC 
PTL  No.  298,  Issue  1,  may  not  be  returned 
to  service  unless  the  repair  of  such  damage 
Is  approved  by  the  Chief,  Aircraft  Certifica¬ 
tion  Staff,  Europe,  Africa,  and  Middle  East 
Region  of  the  FAA. 

(f)  The  service  Hfe  limitation  of  the  rear 
spar  assembly  of  a  spar  boom  modified  In 
accordance  with  BAC  Modification  Leaflet 
D.3268,  or  an  FAA-approved  equivalent,  is 
2000  landings  after  modification  or  80,000 
total  pre-modification  and  poet-modifica¬ 
tion  landings,  whichever  occurs  first. 

(g)  The  service  life  limitation  of  the  rear 
spar  assembly  of  a  spar  boom  modified  In 
accordance  with  BAC  Modification  Leaflet 
D.3269,  or  an  FAA-approved  equivalent.  Is 
30,000  total  pre-modification  and  post-mod¬ 
ification  landings. 

(h)  For  the  purpose  of  this  AD,  the  num¬ 
ber  of  landings  may  be  determined  by 
actual  count,  or.  subject  to  the  acceptance 
of  the  assigned  FAA  maintenance  inspector, 
by  dividing  the  horizontal  stabilizer  spar 
total  time  In  service  by  an  average  flight 
time  determined  from  the  airplane  log  book 
to  be  representative  for  that  airplane.  Oper¬ 
ators  who  have  not  kept  records  of  landings 
or  time  In  service  for  Individual  horizontal 
stabilizers  must  substitute  total  number  of 
airplane  landings  or  time  in  service  In  place 
thereof. 


(Docket  No.  76-CE-14-AD;  Arndt.  39-2232] 

PART  39— AIRWORTHINESS  DIRECTIVES 
Collins  AP106  Autopilots 

An  Airworthiness  Directive  (AD)  was 
adopted  on  May  13, 1975,  and  made  efFec- 
tlve  Immediately  by  air  mall  letter  to  all 
known  owners  of  Collins  AP106  Auto¬ 
pilots  installed  In  various  airplane 
models.  This  AD  was  issued  because  a 
recent  incident  and  investigations  have 
established  that  these  autopilots  may 
fail  with  the  result  that  the  maximum 
servo  control  forces  are  applied  to  all 
three  axes  simultaneously.  This  condi¬ 
tion  is  caused  by  failure  of  the  —13  volt 
internal  power  supply  in  the  161H-1 
programmer  (P/N  622-1036-001),  which 
is  a  part  of  the  AP106  Autopilot.  In  or¬ 
der  to  prevent  this  condition,  the  direc¬ 
tive  requires  a  check  to  determine  if  the 
programmer  has  been  modified  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  Collins  Service  Bulletin 
No.  6.  If  the  unit  has  not  been  so  modi¬ 
fied,  the  AD  requires  that  the  roll  and 
pitch  servo  axes  be  disassembled  by  plac¬ 
ing  a  collar  over  the  circuit  breakers,  if 
installed,  or  the  removal  and  tieing  back 
of  the  connector  from  the  roll  smd  pitch 
servos.  In  either  case  a  placard  must  be 
installed  which  cautions  the  pilot  not  to 
engage  the  autopilot.  Finally,  on  or  be¬ 
fore  December  1,  1975,  all  161H-1  pro¬ 
grammers  must  be  minified  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  Collins  Service  Bulletin  No.  6. 

Since  it  was  foimd  that  immediate  cor¬ 
rective  action  was  required,  notice  and 
public  procedure  hereon  were  imprac¬ 
ticable  and  contrary  to  the  public  inter¬ 
est  and  good  cause  existed  for  making 
this  AD  effective  immediately  to  the  own¬ 
ers  of  Collins  AP106  Autopilots  installed 
in  their  aircraft.  These  conditions  still 
exist  and  the  AD  is  hereby  published  in 
the  Federal  Register  as  an  amendment 
to  9  39.13  of  Part  39  of  the  Federal 
Aviation  Regulations  to  make  it  effective 
as  to  all  persons  who  did  not  receive  the 
letter  notification. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing  and 
pursuant  to  the  authority  delegated  to 
me  by  the  Administrator  14  CFR  11.89 
(31  FR  13697),  9  39.13  of  Part  39  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Regulations  is  amended 
by  adding  the  following  new  AD. 

Collins.  Applies  to  Collins  AP106  Autopilots 
which  may  be  Installed  on  Aero  Cmn- 
mander  Models  6008  and  690A;  Beech 
Models  60,  A60,  BOO,  96-C66,  05-C66A, 
D55,  D66A,  E66,  E65A  and  A36;  DeHavll- 
land  Model  DH(7-6;  Piper  Models  PA  31- 
360  and  PA  31-326;  and  Swearingen 
Models  SA  226-AT  and  8A  226-TC.  air¬ 
planes. 

Compliance:  Required  as  Indicated,  unless 
already  accomplished. 

'  To  prevent  failure  In  multiple  servos,  ac¬ 
complish  the  following: 

A.  Within  the  next  10  hours’  time  In  serv- 


lliis  amendment  becomes  effective 
June  6, 1975. 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  May  29, 
1975. 

J.  A.  Ferrarese, 

AcUng  Director, 
Flight  Standards  Service, 
(FB  Doo.76-14672  Piled  6Hl-78;8:46  am] 


loe  after  the  effective  date  of  this  AD.  check 
the  modification  Information  plate  on  the 
161H-1  programmer  (P/N  622-1036-001), 
which  Is  part  of  the  AP106  Autopilot,  to  de¬ 
termine  If  the  unit  has  been  modified  In 
accordance  with  Collins  Service  Bulletin  Na 
6,  or  approved  revisions.  If  so  modified,  make 
an  appropriate  entry  In  the  aircraft  records 
Indicating  compliance  with  this  ad. 
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B.  If  the  161H-1  programmer  has  not  been 
modified  In  accordance  with  Collins  Service 
Bulletin  No.  6,  or  approved  revisions,  prior  to 
further  flight,  disable  the  roll  and  pitch 
servo  axes  by  placing  a  coUar  over  the  circuit 
breakers.  If  Installed,  or  remove  and  tie  back 
the  connector  from  the  roll  and  pitch  servos, 
and  in  either  case  install  a  placard  In  plain 
view  of  the  pilot  which  reads: 

DO  NOT  ENGAGE  AUTOPILOT 

and  operate  the  aircraft  In  accordance  with 
this  limitation. 

C.  On  or  before  December  1,  1976,  modify 
all  the  161H-1  programmers  In  accordance 
with  Collins  Service  Bulletin  No.  6. 

D.  Any  alternate  means  of  cranpliance  with 
this  AD  must  be  approved  by  the  Chief, 
Engineering  and  Manufacturing  Branch, 
FAA,  Central  Region. 

This  amendment  becomes  effective 
June  11. 1975,  to  all  persons  except  those 
to  whom  it  ivsis  made  effective  earlier  by 
air  mail  letter  issued  May  15,  1975. 

(Secs.  813(a).  001  and  603,  Federal  Aviation 
Act  of  1968  (49  D.S.C.  1364(a),  1421  and 
1423);  sec.  6(c).  Department  of  Transpor¬ 
tation  Act  (49  U.S.C.  1665(c)).) 

Issued  in  Kansas  City,  Missouri,  on 
May  27, 1975. 

George  R.  LaCaille, 

Acting  Director,  Central  Region. 

(FR  Doc.76-14669  Filed  6-4-76;8:45  am] 


[Airworthiness  Docket  No.  76-WE-88-AD; 

Arndt.  39-2234] 

PART  39-^IRWORTHINESS  DIRECTIVES 
Lockheed  L-101 1-385-1  Airplanes 

Pursuant  to  the  authority  delegated 
to  me  by  the  Administrator  (31  FR 
13697),  an  airworthiness  directive  was 
adopted  on  May  14. 1975,  and  made  effec¬ 
tive  immediately  by  telegrams  dated 
May  14.  1975,  to  all  known  United  States 
operators  of  Lockheed  L-101 1  airplanes. 
The  airworthiness  directive  prohibits 
use  of  the  autopilot  command  mode  be¬ 
low  100  feet  AQL  and  requires  installa¬ 
tion  of  a  placard  stating  this  limitation. 

This  AD  is  required  because  of  two 
recent  Incidents  in  which  unwanted 
piteh-up  occurred  while  the  airplane  was 
in  the  autoland  mode.  In  each  case,  the 
pitch-up  occurred  at  or  near  the  time  of 
touchdown  causing  the  airplane  tall  to 
strike  the  runway.  Investigation  is  pro¬ 
ceeding  to  Isolate  the  cause  of  the  pitch- 
up.  In  the  interim,  the  agency  has  de¬ 
termined  that  the  autopilot  must  be 
disconnected  by  the  fiight  crew  prior  to 
the  landing. 

Since  it  was  found  that  immediate 
corrective  action  was  required,  notice 
and  public  procediue  thereon  was  im¬ 
practicable  and  contrary  to  the  public 
Interest  and  good  cause  existed  for  mak¬ 
ing  the  airworthiness  directive  effective 
immediately  to  all  known  U.S.  operators 
of  Lockheed  L-101 1-385-1  airplanes. 
These  conditions  still  exist  and  the  air¬ 
worthiness  directive  is  hereby  published 
in  the  Federal  Register  as  an  amend¬ 
ment  to  9  39.13  of  Part  39  of  the  Federal 
Aviation  Regulations  to  make  it  effective 
as  to  all  persons. 
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Lockheed.  Applies  to  L-101 1-385-1  Series 
airplanes,  certificated  in  all  categories 
with  Collins  FCS-110  autopilot  installed. 

To  prevent  possible  tmwanted  pltchup 
while  in  the  autoland  mode,  accomplish  the 
following; 

(1)  Effective  48  hours  after  receipt  of  this 
telegram,  the  following  operating  limitation 
applies:  ‘Autopilot  command  mode  use  pro* 
hlbited  below  100  feet  AOL’,  and  a  placard 
must  be  Installed  in  plain  view  of  the  pilots 
stating: 

AUTOPILOT  CMD  MODE  USE  PROHIBITED  BELOW 
100'  ACL 

(2)  Operators  shall,  by  the  most  immedi¬ 
ate  and  practicable  means,  notify  flight 
crews  of  the  foregoing. 

This  amendment  is  effective  June  12, 
1975  for  all  jjersons  except  those  to 
whom  it  was  made  effective  immediately 
by  telegrams  dated  May  14,  1975. 

(Sec.  313(a),  601,  and  603,  Federal  Aviation 
Act  of  1958  (49  UE.C.  1354(a),  1421,  and 
1423);  sec.  6(c).  Department  of  Transporta¬ 
tion  Act  (49  U.S.C.  1655(c)  ). 

Issued  in  Los  Angeles,  California  on 
May  28, 1975. 

Robert  H.  Stanton, 
Director,  FAA  Western  Region. 
{FR  Doc.75-14670  Filed  6-4-75:8:46  am] 

[Docket  No.  75-OL-ll  Arndt.  30-2226] 

PART  3^AIRW0RTHINESS  DIRECTIVES 
McCauley  Propeller  Governors 

There  have  been  a  few  failures  of  cer¬ 
tain  McCauley  Propeller  Governors  on 
the  Cessna  310Q  type  aircraft  that  have 
resulted  in  loss  of  governor  control.  Such 
failures,  which  are  attributed  to  a  certain 
lot  of  drive  gears  that  were  assembled  in 
the  affected  governors,  may  cause  com¬ 
plete  loss  of  propeller  pitch  control  in¬ 
cluding  the  inability  to  feather,  and 
propeller-engine  overspeeding.  Since  this 
condition  Is  likely  to  exist  in  McCauley 
Propeller  CJovemors  Models  DCP290 
D1A/T2,  DCra290DlA/T2.  DCPU290D1 
A/T2,  and  DC7PUS290D1A/T2,  an  Air¬ 
worthiness  Directive  is  being  Issued  to 
require  removal  and  replacement  of 
these  governors. 

Since  a  situation  exists  that  requires 
immediate  adoption  of  this  regulation, 
It  is  found  that  notice  and  public  proce¬ 
dure  hereon  are  impracticable  and  good 
cause  exists  for  making  this  amendment 
effective  in  less  than  30  days. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  and 
pursuant  to  the  authority  delegated  to 
me  by  the  Administrator  (31  FR  18697 
and  14  CTR  11.89)  §  39.13  of  Part  39  of 
the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations  Is 
amended  by  adding  the  following  new 
Airworthiness  Directive: 

McCauut  Propeller  Governors.  Applies  to 
the  following  McCauley  Governors  in> 
stalled  on  but  not  limited  to  Cessna  SlOP 
and  81 OQ  aircraft  models: 

Governor  Motels  and  Srxial  Numbers 

DCF290DIA/T2 

721436  730108 

711481  730113 
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721482 

721484 

721486 

721489-721494 

721572 

721576 

721577 

721579 

721581 

780106 


730041-730050 

730052-730054 

730159-730166 

730244-730262 


730150-730152 

730155 

730236-730243 

780350-730359 


730115-730121 

730208-730219 

730223-730227 

73026C-730272 

730274-730279 

730423-730430 

730432-730437 

730439-730458 

730460-730466 

730482-730490 


730331- 

730390-730394 

730635-730643 


730361-730378 

730402 

730654-730656 

730671-730681 


DCFS290D1A/T2 


DCFU290D1A/T2 


DCFUS290D1A/T2 


730058-730061 

730122-730129 

730131 


730304-730311 

730505-730508 


Compliance  required  as  Indicated,  unless 
already  accomplished. 

To  prevent  the  possibility  of  loss  of  pro¬ 
peller  pitch  control  Including  the  inability  to 
feather,  and  propeller-engine  over^>eeding 
inflight,  acoompllah  the  following: 

Within  the  next  100  hours’  time  In  service 
after  the  effective  date  of  this  Airworthiness 
Directive,  remove  and  replace  the  affected 
propeller  governors  in  accordance  with  Mc¬ 
Cauley  Service  Bulletin  No.  108  dated  May  12, 
1975,  or  later  Federal  Aviation  Admlhistratlon 
approved  revisions,  or  an  equivalent  proced¬ 
ure  approved  by  the  Chief.  Engineering  and 
Manitfacturing  Branch,  Great  Lakes  Region. 

(Cessna  Multi-Engine  Service  Letter  No. 
ME  75-12,  dated  May  16, 1975  also  pertains  to 
this  subject). 

The  manufacturer’s  spectflcatlons  and  pro¬ 
cedures  Identlfled  in  this  directive  are  in¬ 
corporated  herein  and  made  ptu^  hereof  pur¬ 
suant  to  6  UB.C.  522 (a)(1).  All  persons 
affected  by  this  directive  who  have  not 
already  received  these  documents  from  the 
manufacturer  may  obtain  conies  upon  re¬ 
quest  to  McCauley  Accessory  Division.  Cessna 
Aircraft  Company,  Box  7.  Roosevelt  Station, 
Dayton,  Ohio  45417,  and  the  Cessna  Aircraft 
(Company,  Wallace  Division,  Box  1977, 
Wichita.  Kansas  67201.  ’These  documents  may 
also  be  examined  at  the  Great  Lakes  Regional 
Office,  2300  East  Devon  Avenue.  Des  Plaines, 
Illinois  60018  and  at  FAA  headquarters.  800 
Independence  Avenue.  SW..  Washington,  D.C. 
A  historical  file  of  this  AD  which  l.-cludes 
incorporated  material  In  full  Is  maintained 
by  the  FAA  at  its  headquarters  In  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C.,  and  at  the  Great  Lakes  Region. 

This  amendment  becomes  effective 
Jime  6,  1975. 

(Secs.  313(a),  601,  and  603,  Federal  Aviation 
Act  of  1958  (49  UB.C.  lSS4(a).  1421,  and 
1423):  sec.  6(c).  Department  of  Transporta¬ 
tion  Act  (49  U.S.C.  1655(c))). 

Issued  in  Des  Plaines,  Illinois  on  May 
22,  1975. 

Note:  The  incorporation  by  reference 
provisions  in  this  document  was  approved 
by  the  Director  of  the  Federal  Register 
on  June  19,  1967. 

R.  O.  Ziegler. 

Director,  Great  Lakes  Region. 

(FR  Doc.75-14685  Filed  6-4-75:8:46  ana] 


(Airworthiness  Docket  No.  75-BW-7; 

Arndt.  39-2223] 

PART  39— AIRWORTHINESS  DIRECTIVES 

Rockwell  Models  500,  500A,  500B,  500U. 

520,  560,  560A,  560E.  560F,  680,  680E, 

680F,  680F(P),  720,  and  500S  Airplanes 

A  proposal  to  amend  Part  ^9  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Regulations  to  include 
an  airworthiness  directive  requiring  the 
installation  of  a  “bob  weight”  on  some 
Rockwell  Models  500,  600,  and  700  series 
airplanes  was  published  in  40  FR  6675. 

Interested  persons  have  been  afforded 
an  opportunity  to  participate  in  the  mak¬ 
ing  of  the  amendment.  One  comment 
received  requested  that  the  airworthiness 
directive  allow  a  restriction  to  the  aft 
c.g.  limit  as  an  alternative  to  the  “bob 
weight”  installation.  TTiis  comment  was 
rejected  since  it  would  be  necessary  to 
severely  restrict  the  aft  c.g.  limit,  and 
thereby  affect  operational  capability  to 
obtain  stick  forces  equivalent  to  those 
provided  by  the  “bob  weight”  installaticm. 

Two  comments  expressed  the  view  that 
the  200  hour  compliance  time  is  too  re¬ 
strictive  for  aircraft  with  high  utiliza¬ 
tion,  and  that  availability  of  parts  due 
to  material  shortages  could  present  prob¬ 
lems  in  meeting  the  compliance  time. 
In  consideration  of  these  comments,  the 
compliance  time  will  be  increased  to  300 
hours. 

Two  comments  were  received  express¬ 
ing  the  view  that  the  installation  would 
introduce  appreciable  risk  of  controls 
jamming.  Another  stated  that  a  possi¬ 
bility  existed  of  fouling  existing  struc¬ 
ture.  In  this  regard,  existing  production 
configurations  should  not  have  a  fouling 
problem.  The  FAA  recognizes  that  modi¬ 
fied  aircraft  could  experience  a  problem 
with  fouling  or  jamming.  Since  this  pos¬ 
sibility  will  require  consideration,  revised 
instructions  will  be  directed  to  this  prob¬ 
lem.  Reevaluation  of  the  installations 
prescribed  bv  Rockwell  service  bulletins 
numbered  129  and  136  did  disclose  a  de¬ 
ficient  area  from  the  point  of  view  of 
loose  objects.  TTie  service  bulletins  have 
been  revised  to  preclude  jamming  by  loose 
objects. 

Another  comment  proposed  certain 
pilot  training  and  installation  of  an  ac¬ 
celerometer  SIS  an  alternative  to  the  bob 
weight  installation.  Pilot  familiarization 
with  aircraft  that  have  low  stick  force/g 
chaiucteristics  would  be  beneficial.  How¬ 
ever,  an  a(X5elerometer  would  not  preclude 
a  pilot  from  inadvertently  applying  ex¬ 
cessive  “g”  loading  imder  high  stress  con¬ 
ditions.  This  would  be  especially  appli¬ 
cable  where  the  aircraft  hsis  a  low  stick 
foroe/g  gradient  and  a  narrow  plus/ 
minus  “g”  rsuige. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  and 
pursuant  to  the  authority  delegated  by 
the  Administrator  (81  FR  13697),  S  39.13 
of  Part  39  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regu¬ 
lations  is  amended  by  adding  the  follow¬ 
ing  new  alrworthiiiess  directive: 
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Rockwell;  Applies  to  Models  500,  600A,  500B, 
soon,  620,  660,  660A,  660E,  560F,  680,  680E, 
680P,  680F(P).  720,  and  600S  (prior  to 
serial  number  3156)  and  Model  6008, 
serial  numbers  3166  through  3246  air¬ 
planes  certificated  In  all  categories. 

Compliance  Is  required  as  Indicated. 

Within  the  next  300  hours’  time  In  service 
after  the  effective  date  of  this  AD,  to  prevent 
Inadvertent  pilot  Induced  structural  failure. 
Install  “bob  weights"  in  accordance  with 
Rockwell  International  Service  Bulletin  No. 
128,  Revision  1,  dated  April  24,  1675,  or  No. 
120,  Revision  2,  dated  May  0,  1075,  or  No.  136, 
Revision  1,  dated  May  0,  1075  (or  later  FA  A 
approved  revision),  or  an  equivalent  proce¬ 
dure  approved  by  the  Chief,  Engineering  and 
Manufacturing  Branch,  Southwest  Region, 
Federal  Aviation  Administration,  Fort  Worth, 
Texas,  unless  already  accomplished  in  ac¬ 
cordance  With  the  above  revised  service 
bulletins. 

Aircraft  that  have  complied  with  Service 
Bulletin  No.  120  prior  to  Revision  2  or  Serv¬ 
ice  Bulletin  No.  136  prior  to  Revision  1,  must 
comply  with  Rockwell  Service  Bulletin  No. 
162  dated  May  0,  1076,  or  an  equivalent  ap¬ 
proved  by  the  Chief,  Engineering  and  Manu¬ 
facturing  Branch,  Southwest  Region,  Federal 
Aviation  Administration,  Fm-t  Worth,  Texas, 
unless  already  accomplished.  Compliance 
with  Service  Bulletin  No.  162  Is  reqvilred 
within  300  hours’  time  In  service  after  the 
effective  date  of  this  AD. 

Copies  of  these  bulletins  may  be  obtained 
by  contCMStlng  the  Service  Manager,  Com¬ 
mander  Aircraft  Division,  Rockwell  Inter¬ 
national,  5001  North  Rockwell  Avenue,  Beth¬ 
any,  Oklahoma  73008. 

This  amendment  becomes  effective 
July  2, 1976. 

(Secs.  813(a),  601,  and  603,  Federal  Aviation 
Act  of  1068  (40  U.8.C.  135(a),  1421,  and 
1423):  sec.  6(c),  Department  of  ’Transporta¬ 
tion  Act  (40  U.8.C.  1656(0)  )  ) 

Issued  In  Fort  Worth,  Texas,  on 
May  20, 1975. 

Henry  L.  Newman, 

Director,  Southwest  Region. 

(FR  Doc.75-14671  FUed  6-4-75;8:46  am] 


(Airspace  Docket  No.  75-Olj-ia] 

PART  71— DESIGNATION  OF  FEDERAL 

AIRWAYS,  AREA  LOW  ROUTES,  CON¬ 
TROLLED  AIRSPACE.  AND  REPORTING 

POINTS 

Alteration  of  Control  Zone  and  Transition 
Area 

On  Page  15399  of  the  Federal  Register 
dated  April  7,  1975,  the  Federal  Aviation 
Administration  published  a  notice  of  pro¬ 
posed  rulemaking  which  would  amend 
SS  71.171  and  71.181  of  Part  71  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Regulations  so  as  to 
alter  the  control  zone  and  transition 
area  at  Marion,  Indiana. 

Interested  persons  were  given  30  days 
to  submit  written  comments,  suggestions 
or  objections  regarding  the  proposed 
amendments. 

No  objections  have  been  received  and 
the  proposed  amendments  are  hereby 
adopted  without  change  and  are  set  forth 
below. 

These  amendments  shall  be  effective 
0901  GMT,  August  14, 1975. 

(Sec.  307(a)  Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1058 
(49  X7B.O.  1348),  and  of  sec.  6(c)  Depart- 


RULES  AND  REGULATIONS 

ment  of  ’Transportation  Act  (40  UJ3.C.  1666 
(c) ) ) 

Issued  in  Des  Plaines,  Illinois,  on 
May  16, 1975. 

R.  O.  Ziegler, 

Acting  Director, 
Great  Lakes  Region. 

1.  In  §  71.171  (40  FR  354),  the  follow¬ 
ing  control  zone  is  amended  to  read: 

Marion,  Indiana 

Within  a  6-mlIe  radius  of  the  Marlon 
Municipal  Airport  (Latitude  40‘’29'27"  N.. 
Longitude  85°40'43"  W.);  and  within  2.6 
miles  each  side  of  the  Marlon  VOR  042*,  211* 
and  320*  radlals;  extending  from  the  6- 
mlle  radius  to  6  miles  northeast  and  north¬ 
west  and  6fi  miles  southwest  of  the  VOR. 
’This  control  zone  Is  effective  during  the 
specific  dates  and  times  established  In  ad¬ 
vance  by  a  Notice  to  Airman.  ’The  effective 
date  and  time  wlU  thereafter  be  con¬ 
tinuously  published  in  the  Airmen’s  In¬ 
formation  Manual. 

2.  In  §  71.181  (40  FR  441),  the  follow¬ 
ing  transition  area  is  amended  to  read: 

Marion,  Indiana 

That  airspace  extending  upward  from  700 
feet  above  the  surface  within  a  6-mlle  radius 
of  the  Marion  Municipal  Airport,  Marlon, 
Indiana  (Latitude  40*20'27"  N.,  Longitude 
86*40'43"  W.);  and  within  3  miles  each  side 
of  the  Marlon  VOR  042*,  211*  and  320* 
radlals,  extending  from  the  6-mlle  radius 
to  8  miles  northeast,  southwest  and  north¬ 
west  of  the  VOR. 

(Sec.  307(a)  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Act  of 
1068  (40  n.S.C.  1348),  and  of  sec.  6(c)  of 
the  Department  of  Transportation  Act  (40 
UB.C.  1666(c)  1). 

[FR  Doc.76-14679  FUed  6-4-76:8:46  am] 


(Airspace  Docket  No.  76-GL-ll] 

PART  71— DESIGNATION  OF  FEDERAL 
AIRWAYS,  AREA  LOW  ROUTES,  CON¬ 
TROLLED  AIRSPACE,  AND  REPORTING 
POINTS 

Alteration  of  Transition  Area 
On  Page  15400  of  the  Federal  Register 
dated  April  7, 1975,  the  Federal  Aviation 
Administration  published  a  notice  of 
proposed  rulemaking  which  would  amend 
§  71.181  of  Part  71  of  the  Federal  Avia¬ 
tion  Regulations  so  as  to  alter  the  tran¬ 
sition  area  at  Terre  Haute,  Indiana. 

Interested  persons  were  given  30  days 
to  submit  written  comments,  suggestions 
or  objections  regarding  the  proposed 
amendment. 

No  objections  have  been  received  and 
the  proposed  amendment  is  hereby 
adopted  without  change  and  is  set  forth 
below. 

This  amendment  shall  be  effective  0901 
GMT,  July  24, 1975. 

(Sec.  307(a)  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Act  of 
1968  (  40  D.S.C.  1348],  and  of  section  (c)  of 
the  Department  of  ’Transportation  Act  (40 
U.8.C.  1666(c)].) 
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Issued  in  Des  Plaines,  Illinois  on 
May  19, 1975. 

R.  O.  Ziegler, 
Acting  Director, 
Great  Lakes  Region. 

In  §  71.181  (40  FR  441),  the  following 
transition  area  is  amended  to  read : 

’Terre  Haute,  Indiana 

’That  airspace  extending  upward  from  700 
feet  above  the  surface  within  an  8-mlle  ra¬ 
dius  of  Hulman  Field  (Latitude  30°27'07"  N., 
Longitude  87*18'26"  W.):  within  6  miles 
southeast  and  9  miles  northwest  of  the  Terre 
Haute  VORTAC  061*  radial,  extending  from 
the  VORTAC  to  13  miles  northeast  and  with¬ 
in  7  mUes  southeast  and  8  mUes  northwest  of 
the  Terre  Haute  VORTAC  230*  radial,  extend¬ 
ing  from  the  VORTAC  to  23  miles  southwest; 
within  a  5-mlle  radius  of  the  Sky  King  Air¬ 
port  (Latitude  39*32'66"  N.,  Longitude  87°- 
22'38"  W.):  within  a  S-mlle  radius  of  the 
Arthur  Aliport  (Latitude  39”28'36"  N.,  Lon¬ 
gitude  87  *06 '00"  W.). 

(FR  Doc.75-14680  FUed  6-4-76;8:46  am] 

[Airspace  Docket  No.  76-OL-16] 

PART  71 — DESIGNATION  OF  FEDERAL 

AIRWAYS,  AREA  LOW  ROUTES,  CON¬ 
TROLLED  AIRSPACE,  AND  REPORTING 

POINTS 

Alteration  of  Transition  Area 

On  Page  16088  of  the  Federal  Register 
dated  April  9,  1975,  the  Federal  Aviation 
Administration  published  a  notice  of 
proposed  rulemaking  which  would  amend 
§  71.181  of  Part  71  of  the  Federal  Avia¬ 
tion  Regulations  so  as  to  alter  the  transi¬ 
tion  area  in  the  State  of  Minnesota. 

Interested  persons  were  given  30  days 
to  submit  written  comments,  suggestions, 
or  objections  regarding  the  proposed 
amendment. 

No  objections  have  been  received  and 
the  proposed  amendment  Is  hereby 
adopted  without  change  and  is  set  forth 
below. 

This  amendment  shall  be  effective 
09:01  Gjn.t.,  August  14, 1975. 

(Sec.  307(a)  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Act  of 
1968  (49  DB.C.  1348),  see.  6(c)  Depfurtment 
of  Transportation  Act  (49  U.S.C.  1666(c) ). 

Issued  in  Des  Plaines,  Illinois,  on 
May  19, 1975. 

R.  O.  Ziegler, 

Acting  Director, 
Great  Lakes  Region, 

In  s  71.181  (40  FR  441),  the  following 
area  is  amended  to  read ; 

Minnesota 

That  airspace  extending  upward  from  1200 
feet  above  the  surface  within  the  boundary 
of  the  State  of  Minnesota  south  of  parallel 
46*30'  and  that  area  bounded  on  the  north 
by  the  Canadian  boundary,  on  the  east  by 
Victor  Airway  161,  on  the  south  by  Victor 
Airway  430,  on  the  west  by  Victor  Airway  82 
excluding  the  portion  which  overlies  the 
Bemldjl,  Baudette,  International  Falls  and 
Grand  Rapids,  Minnesota  transition  areas. 

[FR  Doc.76-14676  Filed  6-4-75:8:46  am] 
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[Airspace  Docket  No.  75-OL-211 

PART  71— DESIGNATION  OF  FEDERAL 

AIRWAYS,  AREA  LOW  ROUTES,  CON¬ 
TROLLED  AIRSPACE,  AND  REPORTING 

POINTS 

Alteration  of  Transition  Area 

On  Page  16346  of  the  Federal  Register 
dated  April  11.  1975,  the  Federal  Avia¬ 
tion  Adininistration  published  a  notice  of 
proposed  ndemaking  which  would 
amend  §  71.181  of  Part  71  of  the  Federal 
Aviation  Regulations  so  as  to  alter  the 
transition  area  at  Moline,  Illinois. 

Interested  (>ersons  were  given  30  days 
to  submit  written  comments,  suggestions, 
or  objections  regarding  the  proposed 
amendment. 

No  objections  have  been  received  and 
the  proposed  amendment  is  hereby 
adopted  without  change  and  is  set  forth 
below. 

This  amendment  shall  be  effective  im¬ 
mediately. 

(Sec.  307(a)  Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1958  (49 
U.S.C.  1348),  sec.  6(c)  Department  of  Trans- 
p<M^ation  Act  (49  U.S.C.  1656(c) ) ) 

Issued  in  Des  Plaines,  Illinois,  on  May 
May  19. 1975. 

R.  O.  Ziegler, 

Acting  Director, 
Great  Lakes  Region. 

In  S  71.181  (40  FR  441),  the  following 
area  is  added  to  read: 

MOLIKE,  iLLmOB 

That  airspace  extending  upward  from  700 
feet  above  the  surface  within  a  9-mile  radius 
of  Quad  City  Airport  (Latitude  41*26'&6"  N.. 
Longitude  90*30'34''  W.):  within  4)4  miles 
north  and  9)4  miles  south  of  the  Quad  City 
ILS  localizer  west  course,  extending  from 
one  mUe  east  to  18)4  miles  west  of  the  OM; 
within  5  miles  either  side  of  the  Quad  City 
ILS  localizer  east  course  extending  from  the 
0-mlle  radius  area  to  16)4  miles  east  of  the 
airport;  within  a  6)4 -mile  radius  of  Daven¬ 
port  Municipal  Airport  (Latitude  41*36'40'' 
N.,  Longitude  90'35'20''  W.) ;  within  3  miles 
each  side  of  the  224*  bearing  from  the  Cody 
RBN,  extending  from  the  6)4 -mile  radius 
area  to  8  miles  southwest  of  the  RBN;  and 
within  2  miles  each  side  of  the  Davenport 
VOR  220*  radial,  extending  from  the  6)4- 
mile  radius  area  to  the  VOR. 

(PR  Doc.75-14678  PUed  6-4-TO;8:46  am] 


[Airspace  Docket  No.  T5-QL-20] 

part  71 — DESIGNATION  OF  FEDERAL 
AIRWAYS,  AREA  LOW  ROUTES,  CON¬ 
TROLLED  AIRSPACE.  AND  REPORTING 
POINTS 

Alteration  of  Transition  Area 

On  Page  16345  of  the  Federal  Register 
dated  April  11. 1975.  the  Federal  Aviation 
Administration  published  a  notice  of 
proposed  rulemaking  which  would  amend 
§  71.181  of  Part  71  of  the  Federal 
Aviation  Regulations  so  as  to  alter  the 
transition  area  at  West  Bend,  Wisconsin. 

Interested  persons  were  given  SO  days 
to  submit  written  comments,  suggestions 
or  objections  regarding  the  proposed 
amendment. 

No  objections  have  been  received  and 
the  proposed  amendment  Is  hereby 


adopted  without  change  and  is  set  forth 
below. 

This  amendment  shall  be  effective 
July  24. 1975.  , 

(Sec.  307(a)  Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1968 
(49  U.S.C.  1348),  see.  6(c)  Department  of 
Transportation  Act  (49  U.S.C.  165S(c)) 

Issued  in  Des  Plaines,  Illinois,  on 
May  16, 1975. 

R.  O.  Ziegler, 

Acting  Director. 

Great  Lakes  Region. 

In  §  71.181  (40  FR  441),  the  following 
transition  area  Is  amended  to  read: 

West  Bend,  Wisconsin 

That  airspace  extending  upward  from  700 
feet  above  the  surface  within  a  7-mUe  radius 
of  the  West  Bend  Municipal  Airport  (Lati¬ 
tude  48'’26'17"  N.,  Longitude  88*07'41'^  W.); 
within  3  mUe‘  each  side  of  the  051*  bearing 
from  the  airport,  extending  from  the  7-mlle 
radius  area  to  8  miles  northeast  of  the  air¬ 
port,  and  within  3  miles  each  side  of  the  133* 
bearing  from  the  airport,  extending  from  the 
7-mile  radius  area  to  7)4  miles  southeast  of 
the  airport. 

(Sec.  307(a)  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Act  of 
1958  (49  UB.C.  1348);  sec.  6(c)  of  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Tran^rtatlon  Act  [49  UB.C.  1655 
(c)J.) 

[FR  Doc.75-14674  Filed  6-4-75;8:46  am] 


[Airspace  Docket  No.  75-GL-171 

PART  71 — DESIGNATION  OF  FEDERAL 

AIRWAYS,  AREA  LOW  ROUTES,  CON¬ 
TROLLED  AIRSPACE,  AND  REPORTING 

POINTS 

Designation  of  Transition  Area 

On  Page  16346  of  the  Federal  Register 
dated  April  11,  1975.  the  Federal  Avia¬ 
tion  Administration  published  a  notice  of 
proposed  rulemaking  which  would  amend 
§  71.181  of  Part  71  of  the  Federal  Aviation 
Regulations  so  as  to  designate  a  transi¬ 
tion  area  at  Lacon,  Illinois. 

Interested  persons  were  given  30  days 
to  submit  written  comments,  suggestions 
or  objections  regarding  the  proposed 
amendment. 

No  objections  have  been  received  and 
the  proposed  amendment  is  hereby 
adopted  without  change  and  is  set  forth 
below. 

This  amendment  shall  be  effective  July 
10,  1975. 

(Sec.  807(a)  Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1958  (48 
U.S.C.  1348),  sec.  6(c)  Department  of  Trans¬ 
portation  Act  (49  U.8.C.  16S5(C)  )  ) 

Issued  in  Des  Plaines,  Illinois,  on  May 
16.  1975. 

R.  O.  Ziegler, 

Acting  Direetor, 
Great  Lakes  Region. 

In  §  71.131  (40  PR  441),  the  following 
transition  area  is  added: 

Lacon,  Illinois 

That  airspace  extending  upward  from  700 
feet  above  the  surface  within  a  5-mlle  radius 
of  the  Marshall  County  Airport  (Latitude 
41*01'12”  H.,  Longitude  89*23'08"  W.);  and 
wtthtn  2  mllee  each  side  of  the  Bradford 
VORTAC  133*  radial  extending  from  the  6- 


mlle  radius  area  to  6.5  miles  northwest  of  the 
airport. 

(Sec.  307(a)  at  the  Federal  Aviation  Act  of 
1958  (49  UB.C.  1348);  sec.  6(0)  of  the  De¬ 
partment  of  Transp^ation  Act  [49  UB.C. 
1655  (c)].) 

[FR  Doc.75-14675  Filed  6-4-75:8:45  am] 


[Airspace  Docket  No.  73-WA-13J 

PART  71— DESIGNATION  OF  FEDERAL 

AIRWAYS,  AREA  LOW  ROUTES,  CON¬ 
TROLLED  AIRSPACE,  AND  REPORTING 

POINTS 

Designation  of  Terminal  Control  Area  at 
New  Orleans,  Louisiana 

Corrective  Amendment 

On  May  9,  1975,  FR  Doc.  75-12177  was 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  (40 
FR  20269) ,  designating  the  New  Orleans, 
La.,  Group  n  Terminal  Control  Area 
(TCA)  effective  July  17,  1975. 

In  describing  Area  A  and  Area  B,  one 
area  of  exclusion  was  identified  as  Area 
F.  However,  a  defect  in  the  description 
of  Area  F  inadvertently  resulted  in  not 
excluding  certain  airspace  from  the 
areas  identified  as  “A”  and  “B”,  As  dis¬ 
cussed  in  the  preamble  to  the  amend¬ 
ment  designating  the  New  Orleans  TCA, 
the  Federal  Aviation  Administration 
(FAA)  intended  to  exclude  from  the 
TCA  configuration  a  corridor  from  1,000 
to  2,000  feet  MSL,  one  mile  wide  within 
that  airspace  Identified  as  Area  F  to 
permit  operations  over  Molsant  Airport 
and  through  Area  A  and  Area  B.  The 
error  permitted  Area  A  and  Area  B  to 
include  airspace  which  was  not  Intended 
to  be  Included  within  the  TCA 
designation. 

Since  this  amendment  Is  corrective  in 
nature  and  Implements  the  intended 
TCA  configuration  for  the  New  Orleans 
Group  n  TCA.  further  notice  and  public 
procedure  is  unnecessary. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing.  Part 
71  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations 
(§  71.401(b) ),  is  amended  effective  0901 
Gjn.t.,  July  17,  1975,  by  amending  the 
descrlpUons  of  Area  A,  Area  B  and  Area 
F  of  the  TCA  configuration  for  the  New 
Orleans  Group  n  Terminal  Control  Area 
as  follows; 

Area  A — That  airspace  extending  up¬ 
ward  from  the  surface  to  and  including 
7,000  feet  MSL  within  a  7-mile  radius  of 
the  New  Orleans  International  Airport — 
Molsant  Field,  and  within  a  1.6-mlle 
radius  of  the  ILS  Rimway  10  outer  com¬ 
pass  locator  (Lat.  30*0r30''  N.,  Long. 
90* 23 '59"  W.)  excluding  that  airspace 
north  of  the  south  shore  of  Lake  Pont- 
chartrain,  that  airspace  within  and  un¬ 
derlying  Area  C  described  hereinafter, 
and  that  airspace  V2  nautical  mile  either 
side  of  a  line  extending  from  Lat. 
30*01'09"  N.,  Long.  90*07'47"  W.,  to  Lat. 
29'’59'30"  N.,  Long.  90'15'37"  W.,  to 
Lat.  30"03'36"  N.,'  Long.  90“22'10"  W. 

Areo  B — ^That  airspace  extending  up¬ 
ward  from  600  feet  MSL  to  and  includ¬ 
ing  7,000  feet  MSL  north  of  the  south 
shore  of  Lake  Pontchartrain  within  a  7- 
mile  radius  of  the  New  Orleans  Interna¬ 
tional  Airport — ^Molsant  Field  eKCludlng 
that  airspace  H  nautical  mile  either  side 
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of  a  line  extending  from  Lat.  30®01'09" 
N.,  Long.  90‘’07'47''  W.,  to  Lat.  29*59'30" 
N.,  Long.  90‘’15'37"  W..  to  Lat.  30'’03'36" 
N.,  Long.  90'’22'10''  W. 

Areo  F — That  airspace  extending  up¬ 
ward  from  the  surface  to  1,000  feet  MSL 
and  from  2,000  feet  MSL  to  7,000  feet 
MSL,  V2  nautical  mile  either  side  of  a  line 
extending  from  Lat.  30°01'0y'  N.,  Long. 
90'’07'47''  W.,  to  Lat.  29'’59'30"  N.,  Long. 
90’15'37"  W.,  to  Lat.  30*03'36"  N.,  Long. 
90'22'10"  W.,  excluding  that  airspace  be¬ 
low  600  feet  MSL  north  of  the  south  shore 
of  Lake  Pontchartrain. 

Authority:  Sec.  307(a),  Federal  Aviation 
Act  of  1958  (49  u  s  e.  1348(a) );  sec.  6(c) ,  De¬ 
partment  of  Transportation  Act  (49  U.S.O. 
1655(c)). 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  May  30, 
1975. 

F.  L.  Cunningham, 

Acting  Chief.  Airspace  and  Air 
Traffic  Rules  Division. 

[PR  Doc.75-14683  PUed  6-4-75:8:46  am] 


[Airspace  Docket  No.  75-OL-14J 

PART  71— DESIGNATION  OF  FEDERAL 

AIRWAYS,  AREA  LOW  ROUTES.  CON¬ 
TROLLED  AIRSPACE,  AND  REPORTING 

POINTS 

Designation  of  Transition  Area 

On  page  15400  of  the  Feocsal  Register 
dated  April  7,  1975,  the  Federal  Aviation 
Administration  published  a  notice  of  pro¬ 
posed  rulemaking  which  would  amend 
§  71.181  of  Part  71  of  the  Federal  Avia¬ 
tion  Regulations  so  as  to  designate  a 
transition  area  at  Delaware.  Ohio. 

Interested  persons  were  given  30  days 
to  submit  written  comments,  suggestions 
or  objections  regarding  the  proposed 
amendment. 

No  objections  have  been  received  and 
the  proposed  amendment  is  hereby 
adopted  without  change  and  is  set  forth 
below. 

This  amendment  shall  be  effective  July 
24,  1975. 

(Sec.  307(a)  Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1958  (49 
U.S.C.  1348),  sec.  6(c)  Department  of  Trans¬ 
portation  Act  (40  U.S.C.  16S8(c) ) .) 

Issued  in  Des  Plaines,  Illinois,  on  May 
16,  1975. 

R.  O.  Ziegler, 

Acting  Director, 
Great  Lakes  Region. 

In  §  71.181  (40  PR  441).  the  following 
transition  area  is  added: 

Dslawarx,  Ohm 

Tlxat  airspace  extending  upward  frcun  700 
feet  above  the  surface  within  a  6-inile  radius 
of  the  Delaware  Municipal  Airport  (Latitude 
40‘’16'46''  N.,  Longitude  83’06'22"  W.);  and 
within  3  miles  either  side  of  the  093*  bearing 
from  the  airport  extending  from  the  6-mlle 
radius  to  8  miles  east  of  the  airport. 

(Sec.  307(a)  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Act  of 
1958  (49  U.S.C.  1348),  and  of  sec.  6(c)  of  the 
Department  of  Transportation  Aot  [49  U.S.C. 
1655(c)].) 

[PR  Doc.76-14677  FUed  6-4-76;8:46  am] 


[Airspace  Docket  No.  75-CL-13] 

PART  71 — DESIGNATION  OF  FEDERAL 

AIRWAYS,  AREA  LOW  ROUTES,  CON¬ 
TROLLED  AIRSPACE,  AND  REPORTING 

POINTS 

Designation  of  TransHion  Area 

On  page  16089  of  the  Federal  Register 
dated  April  9,  1975,  the  Federal  Aviation 
Administration  published  a  notice  of 
proposed  rulemaWng  which  would  amend 
8  71.181  of  Part  71  of  the  Federal  Avia¬ 
tion  Regulations  so  as  to  designate  a 
transition  area  at  West  Union,  Ohio. 

Interested  persons  were  given  30  days 
to  submit  written  comments,  suggestions 
or  objections  regarding  the  proposed 
amendment. 

No  objections  have  been  received  and 
the  proposed  amendment  is  hereby 
adopted  without  change  and  is  set  forth 
below. 

This  amendment  shall  be  .  effective 
0901  G.m.t.,  July  24,  1975. 

(Sec.  307(a)  Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1958  [49 
U.S.C.  1348],  sec.  6(c)  Department  of  Trans- 
porUtlon  Act  [49  U.S.C.  16S5(c)].) 

Issued  in  Des  Plaines,  Illinois  on  May 
19,  1975. 

•  R.  O.  Ziegler, 

Acting  Director, 
Great  Lakes  Region. 

In  $  71.181  (40  PR  441),  the  foUowing 
transition  area  is  added: 

West  Union,  Ohio 

That  airspace  extending  upward  from  700 
feet  above  the  surface  within  a  6-mile  radius 
of  the  Alexander  Salamon  Airport  (Latitude 
aaoSl'OS”  N.,  Longitude  83‘>34'00’'  W.);  and 
within  3  miles  either  side  of  the  049*  bearing 
from  the  airport  extending  from  the  6-mile 
radius  to  8  miles  northeast  of  the  airport. 

[FR  Doc.75-14678  Filed  6-4-75:8:45  am] 


[Airspace  Docket  No.  75-OL-9] 

PART  71— DESIGNATION  OF  FEDERAL 

AIRWAYS,  AREA  LOW  ROUTES,  CON¬ 
TROLLED  AIRSPACE,  AND  REPORTING 

POINTS 

Designation  of  Transition  Area 

On  Page  15400  of  the  Federal  Register 
dated  April  7,  1975,  the  Federal  Aviation 
Administration  published  a  notice  of  pro¬ 
posed  rulemaking  which  would  amend 
5  71.181  of  Part  71  of  the  Federal  Avia¬ 
tion  Regulations  so  as  to  designate  a 
transition  area  at  Winamac,  Indiana. 

Interested  persons  were  given  30  days 
to  submit  written  comments,  suggestions 
or  objections  regarding  the  prcHXised 
amendment. 

No  objections  have  been  received  and 
the  proposed  amendment  is  hereby 
adopted  without  change  and  is  set  forth 
below. 

This  amendment  shall  be  effective 
July  24,  1975. 

(Sec.  307(a)  Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1958  (49 
U.S.C.  1348),  Sec.  6(c)  Department  of  Trans¬ 
portation  Act  (49  UJ3.C.  1655(c))) 

Issued  In  Des  Plaines,  Illinois,  on 
May  16.  1975. 

R.  O.  Ziegler, 

Acting  Director, 
Great  Lakes  Region. 


In  §  71.181  (40  FR  441),  the  following 
transition  area  is  added: 

WiMAMAC,  Indiana 

That  airspace  extending  upward  from  700 
feet  above  the  surface  within  a  5-mlle  radius 
of  the  Arens  Airport  (Latitude  41*06'35"  N., 
Longitude  86*36'45"  W.);  within  2  miles 
each  side  of  the  Knox  VORTAC  173*  radial 
extending  from  the  S-mUe  radius  are&^to 
10  miles  south  of  the  VORTAC. 

(Sec.  307(a)  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Act  of 
1968  (49  U.8.C.  1348),  and  of  Sec.  6(c)  of  the 
Department  of  Transportation  Act  [49  UR.C. 
1655(c7]) 

(FR  Doc.75-14681  Filed  6-4-75;8:45  am] 


(Airspace  Docket  No.  75-WA-3] 

PART  71 — DESIGNATION  OF  FEDERAL 

AIRWAYS.  AREA  LOW  ROUTES.  CON¬ 
TROLLED  AIRSPACE,  AND  REPORTING 

POINTS 

Establishment  of  VOR  Federal  Airways 

On  April  9,  1975,  a  notice  of  proposed 
rulemaking  (NPRMl^wsus  published  In 
the  Federal  Register  (40  FR  16089) 
stating  that  the  Federal  Aviation  Ad- 
minisU'ation  (FAA)  was  considering  an 
amendment  to  Part  71  of  the  Federal 
Aviation  Regulations  that  would  desig¬ 
nate  two  VOR  Federal  Airways  from  In¬ 
ternational  Falls.  Minn.,  to  Dryden,  On¬ 
tario,  Canada,  and  to  Atikokan,  Ontario. 
Canada. 

Interested  persons  were  afforded  an 
opportunity  to  participate  in  the  pro¬ 
posed  rule  making  through  the  submis¬ 
sion  of  comments.  All  comments  received 
were  favorable. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing. 
Part  71  of  the  Federsd  Aviation  Regula¬ 
tions  is  amended,  effective  0901  g.m.t., 
August  14.  1975,  as  hereinafter  set  forth. 

Section  71.123  (40  FR  307)  is  amended 
to  add  the  following: 

1.  V-180  from  International  Falls, 
Minn.,  to  Dryden,  Ontario,  Canada, 
NDB,  excluding  that  airspace  within 
Canada. 

2.  V-242  from  International  Falls, 
Minn.,  to  Atikokan,  Ontario,  Canada, 
NDB,  excluding  that  air^iace  within 
Canada. 

(Sec.  307(a)  Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1958 
(49  UA.C.  1348(a) )  sec.  6(c)  Department  of 
Transportation  Act  (49  U3.C.  1655(c) ) .) 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.  on  May 
30, 1975. 

F.  L.  Cunningham, 

Acting  Chief,  Airspace  and  Air 
Traffic  Rules  Division. 

[FR  Doc.75-14682  Filed  6-4-75:8:46  am] 


[Docket  No.  14627;  Arndt.  No.  971] 

PART  97— STANDARD  INSTRUMENT 
APPROACH  PROCEDURES 

Miscellaneous  Amendments 
This  amendment  to  Part  97  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Regulations  incorpo¬ 
rates  by  reference  therein  r^anges  and 
additions  to  the  Standard  Instrument 
Approach  Procedures  (SIAP’s)  that  were 
recently  adopted  by  the  Administrator  to 
promote  safety  at  the  airports  concerned. 
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The  complete  SIAP’s  for  the  changes 
and  additions  covered  by  this  amend¬ 
ment  are  described  in  FAA  Forms  3139, 
8260-3,  8260-4,  or  8260-5  and  made  a 
part  of  the  public  rule  making  dockets 
of  the  FAA  in  accordance  with  the  pro¬ 
cedures  set  forth  In  Amendment  No.  97- 
696  (35  FR  5609) . 

SIAP’s  are  available  for  examination 
at  the  Rules  Docket  and  at  the  National 
Flight  Data  Center.  Federal  Aviation 
Administration,  800  Independence  Ave¬ 
nue  SW..  Washington,  D.C.  20591.  Copies 
of  SIAP’s  adopted  In  a  particular  re^on 
are  also  available  for  examination  at  the 
headquarters  of  that  region.  Individual 
copies  of  SIAP’s  may  be  purchased  from 
the  FAA  Public  Document  Inspection 
Facility.  HQ-405.  800  Independence  Ave¬ 
nue  SW.,  Washington.  D.C.  20591,  or 
from  the  applicable  FAA  regional  ofiQce 
In  accordance  with  the  fee  schedule  pre¬ 
scribed  in  49  C7FR  7.85.  This  fee  Is  pay¬ 
able  In  advance  and  may  be  paid  by 
check,  draft  or  postal  money  order  pay¬ 
able  to  the  Treasurer  of  the  Unlt^ 
States.  A  weekly  transmittal  of  all  SIAP 
changes  and  additions  may  be  obtained 
by  subscription  at  an  annual  rate  of 
$150.00  per  annum  from  the  Superin¬ 
tendent  of  Documents,  U.S.  Government 
Printing  Office.  Washington,  D.C.  20402. 
Additional  copies  mailed  to  the  same 
address  may  ordered  for  $30  each. 

Since  a  situation  exists  that  requires 
immediate  adoption  of  this  amendment. 
I  find  that  further  notice  and  public  pro¬ 
cedure  hereon  is  Impracticable  and  good 
cause  exists  for  making  It  effective  In  less 
than  30  days. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing.  Part 
97  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations  is 
amended  as  follows,  effective  on  the 
dates  specified ; 

1.  Section  97.23  Is  amended  by  origi¬ 
nating.  amending,  or  canceling  the  fol¬ 
lowing  VOR-VOR/DME  SIAP*6,  effective 
July  17. 1976. 

Dixon,  m.— dxon  Municipal -Cbarlee  R.  Wal¬ 
green  Field,  VOR-A,  Arndt.  4. 

Elgin,  ni. — Elgin  Arpt.,  VOR  Rwy  36,  Amdt.  1. 
New  Braunfela,  Tex. — New  Braunfels  Munici¬ 
pal  Arpt.,  VC«/DME-A.  Amdt.  1. 

New  Roads,  La. — False  River  Airpark,  VOR/ 
DME-A,  Orlg. 

Odessa,  Tex^Ector  County  Arpt.,  VOR-A, 
Amdt.  2. 

•  Oaark,  Ark. — Ozark-Franklin  County  Arpt., 
VOR/DMB-A,  Oiig. 

•  •  •  effective  May  28,  1975: 

Stevens  Point,  Wis. — Stevens  Point  Munici¬ 
pal  Arpt.,  VOR  Rwy.  3,  Amdt.  7. 

Stevens  PtAnt.  Wls. — Stevens  Point  Munici¬ 
pal  Arpt.,  VOR  Rwy  21,  Amdt.  11. 

Stevens  Point,  Wis.— Stevens  Point  Munici¬ 
pal  Arpt.,  VOR  Rwy  80,  Amdt.  10. 


2.  Section  97.25  Is  amended  by  origi¬ 
nating,  amending,  or  canceling  the  fol¬ 
lowing  SDF-L<X;-LDA  SIAP’s,  effective 
July  17. 1975. 

Brownsville,  Tex. — Brownsville  Int’l.  Arpt., 
LOG  (BC)  Rwy  31L,  Amdt.  3. 

•  •  *  effective  June  19,  1975: 

Los  Angeles,  Calif. — Van  Nuys  Arpt.,  LOC/ 
DMB-A,  Orig. 

3.  Section  97.27  Is  amended  by  orig¬ 
inating,  amending,  or  canceling  the 
following  NDB/ADF  SIAP’s,  effective 
July  17,  1975. 

Frederick,  Okla. — Frederick  Municipal  Arpt., 
NDB  Rwy  17,  Amdt.  1. 

Idaho  FaUs,  Idaho — Farming  Field,  NDB  Rwy 
21,  Amdt.  2. 

Odessa,  Tex. — ^Ector  County  Arpt.,  NDB  Rwy 

20.  Orlg. 

Oxford,  Ohio — Miami  University  Arpt.,  NDB 
Rwy  4,  Amdt.  4. 

4.  Section  97.29  Is  amended  by  orig¬ 
inating,  amending,  or  canceling  the  fol¬ 
lowing  n-s  SIAP’s,  effective  July  17, 1975. 

Idaho  Falls,  Idaho— Fanning  Field,  ILS  Rwy 

21,  Amdt.  1. 

*  •  •  effective  June  19, 1975: 

Los  Angeles,  Calif. — ^Van  Nuys  Arpt.,  ILS/ 
DME  Rwy  16R,  Orlg. 

Shreveport,  La. — Shreveport  Regional  Arpt., 
ILS  Rwy  31,  Orlg. 

5.  Section  97.31  Is  amended  by  orig¬ 
inating,  amending,  or  canceling  the  fol¬ 
lowing  RADAR  SIAP’s,  effective  July  17, 
1975. 

Abilene,  Tex. — AbUene  Municipal  Arpt., 
RADARr-l,  Amdt.  6. 

San  Antonio,  Tex. — San  Antonio  Int’l.  Arpt., 
RADAR-1 .  Amdt.  18. 

6.  Section  97.33  Is  cunended  by  orig¬ 
inating,  amending,  or  canceling  the  fol¬ 
lowing  RNAV  SIAP’s,  effective  July  17, 
1975. 

Elgin,  m.— Elgin  Arpt.,  RNAV  Rwy  18,  Amdt. 

2. 


(Secs.  307,  813,  601,  1110,  Federal  Aviation 
Act  of  >948;  49  UB.C.  1438,  1364,  1421,  1610, 
Sec.  6(c)  Department  of  Transportation  Act, 
49  nB.C.  1666(c)  and  6  UJ3.C.  602(a)(1)). 


Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  May  29, 


1975. 


James  M.  Vines, 

Chief. 

Aircraft  Programs  Division. 


Notk:  Incorporation  toy  reference  provi¬ 
sions  in  {t  97.10  and  97.20  (36  FR  6610)  ap¬ 
proved  by  the  Director  of  the  Federal  Register 
on  May  12,  1969. 

[FR  Doc.76-14684  FUed  6-4-76;8:46  am] 


Title  24 — Housing  and  Urban 
Development 

CHAPTER  II— OFFICE  OF  ASSISTANT  SEC¬ 
RETARY  FOR  HOUSING  PRODUCTION 
AND  MORTGAGE  CREDIT— FEDERAL 
HOUSING  COMMISSIONER  (FEDERAL 
HOUSING  ADMINISTRATION),  DEPART¬ 
MENT  OF  HOUSING  AND  URBAN  DE¬ 
VELOPMENT 

[Docket  No.  Rr-75-3371 

PART  203— MUTUAL  MORTGAGE  INSUR¬ 
ANCE  AND  INSURED  HOME  IMPROVE¬ 
MENT  LOANS 

Subpart  B — Contract  Rights  and 
Obligations 

Special  Forbearance  Relief 

The  following  amendment  Is  being 
made  to  this  chapter  to  relax  the  re¬ 
quirement  for  granting  special  forbear¬ 
ance  relief,  to  encourage  mortgagees  to 
enter  into  forbearance  agreements  with 
mortgagors  that  would  have  previously 
necessitated  prior  approval  by  the  Com¬ 
missioner,  and  to  transfer  the  authority 
for  granting  forbearance  relief  from  the 
Commissioner  to  the  Assistant  Secre¬ 
tary  for  Housing  Management. 

In  accordance  with  his  authority  con¬ 
tained  In  12  U.S.C.  1710,  the  Secretary 
had  determined  that  such  a  change  is 
necessary  and  desirable  to  enable  mort¬ 
gagors  to  complete  mortgage  payments. 

The  Secretary  has,  therefore,  deter¬ 
mined  that  advance  notice  and  public 
procediu’e  are  unnecessary  and  good 
cause  exists  for  making  this  amendment 
effective  upon  publication. 

Accordingly,  9  203.340  is  amended  by 
revising  the  introductory  text  of  (a), 

(a) (1),  (a)(3),  the  introductory  text  of 

(b) ,  and  (b)(1)  (1)  and  (11)  as  follows: 

§  203.340  Conditions  of  special  forbear¬ 
ance  relief. 

(a)  General  Conditions — Assistant 
Secretary  for  Housing  Management’s 
prior  approval.  The  Assistant  Secretary 
for  Housing  Management  may  approve 
special  forbearance  relief  If  he  finds  titiat 
the  default  was  due  to  circumstances 
beyond  the  mortgagor’s  control.  Ap¬ 
proval  is  glvai  on  condition  that  Uie 
mortgagor  and  morgagee  enter  Into  a 
written  forbearance  agreement  provid¬ 
ing  for: 

(1)  The  Increase,  reduction  or  sus¬ 
pension  of  regular  mortgage  payments 
for  a  specified  for  bearance  period; 

(2)  •  •  • 

(3)  The  payment  of  the  total  vmpald 
amount  accruing  prior  to  and  during 
the  forbearance  period  on  or  before  the 
maturity  date  of  the  mortgage  or  on  or 
before  a  date  subsequent  to  the  ma- 
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turity  date  which  is  approved  by  the 
Assistant  Secretary  for  Housing  Man¬ 
agement. 

(b)  Special  Conditions — Assistant 
Secretary  for  Housing  Management's  ap¬ 
proval  not  required.  Special  forbearance 
relief  may  be  granted  by  the  mortgagee, 
without  prior  approval  of  the  Assistant 
Secretary  for  Housing  Management, 
under  the  following  conditions; 

(!)••• 

(i)  The  mortgagor  does  not  own  other 
property  subject  to  a  mortgage  insured 
by  the  Department  of  Housing  and  Ur¬ 
ban  Development,  and 

(ii)  The  default  was  caused  by  cir¬ 
cumstances  beyond  the  control  of  the 
mortgagor. 

*  •  •  •  * 

Effective  date.  This  amendment  is  ef¬ 
fective  June  5,  1975. 

H.  R.  Crawford, 
Assistant  Secretary 
for  Housing  Management. 

I  PR  Doc.75-14758  FUed  6-4-76;8:45  am] 


CHAPTER  X— FEDERAL  INSURANCE  AD¬ 
MINISTRATION.  DEPARTMENT  OF 
HOUSING  AND  URBAN  DEVELOPMENT 

SUBCHAPTER  B— NATIONAL  FLOOD 

INSURANCE  PROGRAM 

(Docket  No.  FI-2621 

PART  1915— IDENTIFICATION  OF 
SPECIAL  HAZARD  AREAS 

Indiana;  Correction 

On  December  5,  1973,  in  38  FR  33467, 
the  Federal  Insurance  Administrator 
published  a  list  of  communities  with 
Special  Flood  Haeard  Areas  and  the 
map  number  and  locations  where  Flood 
Hazard  Boundary  Maps  were  available 
for  public  inspection.  This  list  included 
the  City  of  Columbus.  Indiana,  as  an 
eligible  community  and  included  Map  No. 
H  180007  OS  which  indicates  that  Parcel 
P-5,  Redevelopment  Project  One,  Colum¬ 
bus.  Indiana,  as  recorded  in  Plat  Book 
O,  Page  102  in  the  office  of  the  Recorder 
of  Bartholomew  County.  Indiana,  is  in 
its  entirety  within  the  Special  Flood  Haz¬ 
ard  Area.  It  has  been  determined  by  the 
Federal  Insurance  Administration,  after 
further  technical  review  of  the  above 
map  in  light  of  additional,  recently  ac¬ 
quired  flood  information,  that  the  above 
property  Is  not  within  the  Special  Hood 
Hazard  Area.  Accordingly,  effective  De¬ 
cember  7,  1978,  Map  No.  H  180007  O'  Is 
hereby  corrected  to  reflect  that  the  above 


property  is  not  within  the  Special  Flood 
Hazard  Area. 

(National  Flood  Insurance  Act  of  1068  (Title 
xm  of  Housing  and  Urban  Development  Act 
of  1968),  effective  January  28,  1969 '(33  FR 
17804,  November  28,  1968),  as  amended,  42 
U.S.C.  4001-4128;  and  Secretary’s  delegation 
of  authority  to  Federal  Insurance  Adminis¬ 
trator  34  FR  2680,  February  27,  1969,  as 
amended  by  39  FR  2787,  January  24,  1974). 

Issued:  May  14, 1975. 

J.  Robert  Hunter, 

Acting  Federal  Insurance 

Administrator. 

(FR  Doc.75-14759  Filed  6-4-75;8:45  am] 


[Docket  No.  FI-315  j 

PART  1915— IDENTIFICATION  OF 
SPECIAL  HAZARD  AREAS 

New  York;  Correction 

On  August  6,  1974,  in  39  FR  28245,  the 
Federal  Insurance  Administrator  pub¬ 
lished  a  list  of  communities  with  Special 
Flood  Hazard  Areas  and  the  map  num¬ 
ber  and  locations  where  Flood  Hazard 
Boundary  Maps  were  available  for  public 
inspection.  This  list  included  the  Village 
of  Ossining,  New  York,  as  an  eligible 
community  and  included  Map  No.  H 
361021  01  which  indicates  that  Buildings 
No.  2  and  No.  3,  Kemeys  Cove  Condo¬ 
miniums,  Ossining,  New  York,  as  re¬ 
corded  in  the  Office  of  the  County  Clerk 
of  Westchester  County,  New  York,  on 
September  30,  1974,  are  in  their  entirety 
within  the  Special  Flood  Hazard  Area. 
It  has  been  determined  by  the  Federal 
Insurance  Administration,  after  further 
technical  review  of  the  above  map  in 
light  of  additional,  recently  acquired 
flood  information,  that  the  above  prop¬ 
erty  is  not  within  the  Special  Flood  Haz¬ 
ard  Area.  Accordingly,  effective  July  19, 
1974,  Map  No.  H  361021  01  is  hereby 
corrected  to  reflect  that  the  above  prop¬ 
erty  is  not  within  the  Special  Flood 
Hazard  Area. 

(National  Flood  Insurance  Act  of  1968  (Title 
xni  of  Housing  and  Urban  Development  Act 
of  1968),  effective  January  28,  1969  (33  FR 
17804,  November  28.  1968),  as  amended,  42 
UH.C.  4001-4128;  and  Secretary’s  delegation 
of  authority  to  Federal  Instance  Admin¬ 
istrator  34  FR  2680,  February  27.  1969,  as 
amended  by  89  FR  2787.  January  24,  1974) 

Issued:  May  16, 1975. 

J.  Robert  Hunter, 

Acting  Federal  Insurance 
Administrator. 

(FR  Doc.75-14760  Filed  6-4-76;8:45  am] 


[Docket  No.  FI-594] 

PART  1915— IDENTIFICATION  OF 
SPECIAL  HAZARD  AREAS 

Virginia;  Corrsction 

On  January  8,  1972,  in  37  PR  281,  the 
Federal  Insurance  Administrator  pub¬ 
lished  a  list  of  communities  with  Special 
Flood  Hazard  Areas  and  the  map  num¬ 
ber  and  locations  where  Flood  Insurance 
Rate  Maps  were  available  for  public  in¬ 
spection.  This  list  included  Fairfax 
County,  Virginia,  as  an  eligible  commu¬ 
nity  and  included  Map  No.  H  515525  18 
which  indicates  that  Lot  No.  792,  Sec¬ 
tion  11,  Kings  Park  West.  Fairfax  Coun¬ 
ty,  Virginia,  as  recorded  in  Deed  Book 
3314,  Page  724  in  the  office  of  the  Clerk 
of  the  Court,  Fairfax  County,  Virginia, 
is  in  its  entirety  within  the  Special  Flood 
Hazard  Area.  It  has  been  determined  by 
the  Federal  Insurance  Administration, 
after  further  technical  review  of  the 
above  map  in  light  of  additional,  recently 
acquired  flood  Information,  that  -  the 
above  property  is  within  Zone  C,  and  not 
within  the  Special  Flood  Hazard  Area. 
Accordingly,  effective  June  17, 1970,  Map 
No.  H  515525  18  is  hereby  corrected  to 
reflect  that  the  above  property  is  not 
within  the  Special  Flood  Hazard  Area. 

(National  Flood  Insurance  Act  of  1968  (Title 
Xin  of  Housing  and  Urban  Development  Act 
of  1968),  effective  January  28.  1969  (  33  FR 
17804,  November  28,  1968),  as  amended,  42 
UH.C.  4001-4128;  and  Secretary's  delegation 
of  authority  to  Federal  Insurance  Admin¬ 
istrator  34  FR  2680,  February  27.  1969.  as 
amended  by  39  FR  2787,  January  24, 1974). 

Issued:  May  16, 1975. 

J.  Robert  Hunter, 

Acting  Federal  Insurance 
Administrator. 

(FR Doc.75-14761  Filed  6-4-75;8:46  am] 


Title  25 — Indians 

CHAPTER  I— BUREAU  OF  INDIAN 
AFFAIRS,  DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 

PART  88— INDIAN  FISHING  IN  ALASKA 
Annette  Island  Reserve 

May  28.  1975. 

Basis  and  purpose.  Pursuant  to  the 
authority  contained  in  the  Acts  of 
March  3.  1891  (26  Stat.  1101),  May  1. 
1936  (49  Stat.  1250),  and  June  25.  1959 
(73  Stat.  141),  and  Presidential  Proc¬ 
lamation  of  April  28.  1916  (39  Stat. 
1777),  H  Is  proposed  to  amend  subsec- 
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tlons  (c)  and  (e)  of  S  88.3  of  the  Code 
of  Federal  Reirulations,  Title  25 — In¬ 
dians,  dealing  with  the  salmon  trap  fish¬ 
ing  season  and  fishing  area  within  the 
Annette  Island  Reserve  by  the  Metlakatla 
Indian  Community,  Alaska.  The  pixrpose 
of  this  amendment  is  to  permit  the  Met¬ 
lakatla  Indians  and  those  people  known 
at  MetlakaUans  an  equal  opportunity  to 
catch  their  fair  share  of  the  total  annual 
salmon  nm. 

It  is  the  policy  of  the  Department  of 
the  Interior,  whenever  practicable,  to  af¬ 
ford  Uie  public  an  opportunity  to  par¬ 
ticipate  in  the  rule-making  process.  As 
a  result  of  Supreme  Court  decision, 
Alaska  Pacific  Fisheries  v.  United  States, 
248  U.S.  78  (1918),  the  submission  of 
written  comments,  suggestions  and  ob¬ 
jections  to  this  amendment  are  hereby 
waived  and  the  amendments  cited  below 
will  become  effective  on  date  of  publica¬ 
tion  in  the  Federal  Register. 

Paragraphs  (c)  and  (e)  of  §  88.3  are 
revised  to  read  as  follows; 

§  88.3  Commercial  fishing,  Annette  Is¬ 
land  Reserve. 

#  •  *  •  • 

(c)  Trap  fishing  season.  Fishing  for 
salmon  with  traps  operated  by  the  Met¬ 
lakatla  Indian  Community  is  permitted 
only  at  such  times  as  commercial  salmon 
fishing  with  purse  seines  is  permitted 
by  order  or  regulation  of  ihe  Alaska 
Board  of  Fish  and  (Same  for  Commercial 
Fishing  in  any  part  of  the  following  area: 
from  the  point  at  which  meridian  132*’- 
17'30"  intersects  the  United  States- 
Canadlan  boimdary  due  north  along  said 
meridian  to  latitude  55'’33'00",  thence 
due  east  along  said  parallel  to  longitude 
130*49' 15",  then  due  south  along  said 
meridian  to  the  point  at  which  it  inter¬ 
sects  with  the  United  States-CTanadian 
boundary,  thence  due  west  along  said 
boundary  to  the  point  of  beginning,  pro¬ 
vided,  however,  that  the  Secretary  or  his 
duly  authorized  representative  may  upon 
request  by  the  Metlakatla  Indian  Com¬ 
munity,  authorize  fishing  for  salmon 
with  traps,  at  such  other  times  as  he 
shall  prescribe,  which  authorization  shaU 
be  based  upon  the  foDowing  criteria: 

(1)  Number  of  fish  required  for 
spawning  escapement  and  any  other  re¬ 
quirements  reasonable  and  necessary  for 
conservation; 

(2)  Fair  and  equitable  sharing  of  the 
salmon  resource  with  other  user  groups 
fishing  in  State  waters  under  State  law 
and  within  the  State  fisheries  manage¬ 
ment  system;  and 

(3)  The  federal  purpose  in  the  estab¬ 
lishment  and  maintenance  of  the  Met- 
labatla  Indian  Reservation. 

•  •  •  •  • 


(e)  Other  forms  of  commercial  fish^ 
ing.  All  commercial  fishing,  other  than 
with  traps,  shall  be  in  accordance  with 
the  season  and  gear  restrictions  estab¬ 
lished  by  rule  or  regulation  by  the  Alaska 
Board  of  Fish  and  Oame  for  Commercial 
Fishing  in  any  part  of  the  previously 
defined  area;  provided,  however,  that  the 
Secretary  or  his  duly  authorized  repre¬ 
sentative  may,  upon  request  by  the  Met¬ 
lakatla  Indian  Community  authorize 
such  other  commercial  fishing  at  such 
times  as  he  shall  prescribe,  which 
authorization  shall  be  based  upon  the 
following  criteria: 

(1)  Niunber  of  fish  required  for 
spawning  escapement  and  any  other  re¬ 
quirements  reasonable  and  necessary  for 
conservation; 

(2)  Fair  and  equitable  sharing  of  the 
fishery  resource  with  other  user  groups 
fishing  in  State  waters  imder  State  law 
and  within  the  State  fisheries  manage¬ 
ment  system;  and 

(3)  Ihe  federal  purpose  In  the  estab¬ 
lishment  and  maintenance  of  the  Metla¬ 
katla  Indian  Reservation. 

Morris  Thompson, 
Commissioner  of  Indian  Affairs. 

|PR  Doc.75-14662  FUed  6-4-76:8:46  am] 


SUBCHAPTER  W— MISCELLANEOUS  ACTIVITIES 

PART  256— OFF-RESERVATION  TREATY 
FISHING 

Identification  Cards 

The  authority  to  issue  regulations  on 
Indian  affairs  is  vested  in  the  Secretary 
of  the  Interior  by  5  U.S.C.  301  and  sec¬ 
tions  463  and  465  of  the  Revised  Statutes 
(25  U.S.C.  2  and  9). 

Part  256,  Subchapter  W,  Chapter  I, 
Title  25,  of  the  Code  of  Federal  Resrula- 
tions  is  amended  by  revising  section  256.3 
(b).  This  revision  extends  to  Decem¬ 
ber  31,  1977,  the  deadline  for  issuing 
temporary  identification  cards  as  evi¬ 
dence  of  entitlement  to  exercise  fishing 
rights  secured  by  treaty  to  tribal  mem¬ 
bers  who  do  not  have  approved  current 
membership  rolls.  The  revision  is  pre¬ 
pared  imder  the  authority  contained  in  5 
U.8.C.  301  and  sections  463  and  465  of 
the  Revised  Statutes  (25  U.S.C.  2  and  9) . 

Since  this  revision  extends  a  deadline 
for  Issuing  temporary  identification  cards 
to  tribal  members  to  be  used  in  connec¬ 
tion  with  treaty  fishing  rights,  advance 
notice  and  public  procedure  thereon 
would  delay  extension  of  the  deadline  for 
issuing  the  identification  cards  and  is 
deemed  contrary  to  the  public  interest. 
Therefore,  advance  notice  and  public 
procedure  are  dispensed  with  under  the 


exception  provided  in  subsection  (b)  (B) 
of  5U.S.C.  553  (1970). 

Since  this  revision  extends  the  deadline 
to  allow  tribal  members  to  receive  needed 
Identification  cards,  the  30-day  deferred 
effective  date  is  dispensed  with  under  the 
exception  provided  in  subsection  (d)(1) 
of  5  UJS.C.  553  (1970).  Accordingly,  these 
regulations  will  become  effective  June  5, 
1975. 

As  revised,  8  256.3(b)  reads  as  follows; 
§  256.3  Identification  cards. 

•  *  •  *  • 

(b)  No  such  card  shall  be  Issued  to  any 
Indian  who  is  not  on  the  official  member¬ 
ship  roll  of  the  tribe  which  has  been 
approved  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Inte¬ 
rior.  Provided,  That  until  December  31, 
1977,  a  temporary  card  may  be  issued  to 
any  member  of  a  tribe  not  having  an  ap¬ 
proved  current  membership  roll  who  sub¬ 
mits  evidence  of  his  entitlement  thereto 
satisfactory  to  the  issuing  officer  and,  in 
the  case  of  a  trlbally  Issued  card,  to  the 
countersigning  officer.  Any  Indian  claim¬ 
ing  to  have  been  wrongfully  denied  a 
card  may  appeal  the  decision  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  Part  2  of  this  chapter. 

•  •  •  •  # 

No  further  changes  are  made  in  the 
text  of  Part  256. 

Morris  Thompson, 
Commissioner  of  Indian  Affairs. 

Mat  27,  1975. 

[PR  Doc.76-14771  Piled  6-4-76:8:46  am] 


Title  40— Protection  of  Environment 

CHAPTER  I— ENVIRONMENTAL 
PROTECTION  AGENCY 
SUBCHAPTER  C— AIR  PROGRAMS 

[PRL-374-6] 

PART  52— APPROVAL  AND  PROMULGA¬ 
TION  OF  IMPLEMENTATION  PLANS 

Approval  of  Revisions  to  Oregon 
Implementation  Plan 

On  May  31,  1972  (37  FR  10842),  pur¬ 
suant  to  section  110  of  the  Clean  Air  Act 
(42  U.S.C.  1857C-5),  and  40  CFR  Part 
51,  the  Administrator  approved  the  State 
of  Oregon  Clean  Air  Act  Implementation 
Plan  in  its  entirety.  Subsequently,,  the 
following  three  revisions,  among  others, 
have  been  submitted  to  EPA  for  approval. 

1.  On  February  8,  1973,  the  State  of 
Oregon  Department  of  Environmental 
Quality  (DEQ)  submitted  to  EPA,  as  a 
revision  to  the  approved  Implementation 
Plan,  amended  Oregon  Administrative 
Rules  (OAR)  Chapter  340,  sections  25- 
105  through  25-130,  ’‘Hot  Mix  Asphalt 
Plants.”  The  revision  was  proposed  and 
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public  comment  was  invited  in  the  Febru¬ 
ary  19,  1974,  Federal  Register  (39  FR 
6130).  No  comments  were  received  on 
the  proposal  during  the  30-day  public 
comment  period. 

The  Administrator  has  completed  his 
review  of  tlie  changes  and  has  deter¬ 
mined  that  they  are  consistent  with  the 
approved  Implementation  Plan  and  the 
requirements  for  the  Federal  CHean  Air 
Act,  as  amended.  The  amended  asphalt 
plant  regulation,  adopted  by  tiie  State 
on  January  26,  1973,  after  proper  notice 
and  public  hearing,  provides  for  expan¬ 
sion  of  Uie  geographical  limits  of  “Special 
Control  Areas,”  increases  the  distance 
required  between  residences  and  asphalt 
plants  from  one-half  mile  to  one  mile, 
and  adds  opacity  and  grain  loading  lim¬ 
itations  for  asphalt  plants  within  “Spe¬ 
cial  Control  Areas.”  EPA  has  determined 
that  the  Hot  Mix  Asphalt  Plant  regu¬ 
lation  is  more  stringent  than  the  present 
regulation  in  the  approved  Oregon  Imple¬ 
mentation  Plan. 

2.  On  February  13,  1973,  the  State  of 
Oregon  DEQ  submitted  changes  to  regu¬ 
lations  in  the  approved  plan  for  the  Lane 
Regional  Air  Pollution  Authority. 

The  revisions  to  the  regulations  for 
the  Lane  Regional  Air  Pollution  Author¬ 
ity  include  the  following: 

1.  Recodlhcation  of  existing  regula¬ 
tions  presently  in  the  approved  Imple¬ 
mentation  Plan,  and  some  changes  in 
language  for  clarification. 

2.  A  new  veneer  drier  visual  emission 
regulation  Identical  to  the  State  agency’s 
regulation  in  the  approved  Implementa¬ 
tion  Plan. 

3.  A  new  sulfur  dioxide  emission  reg¬ 
ulation  for  fuel  burning  equipment  iden¬ 
tical  to  the  State  agency's  regulation  in 
the  approved  Implementation  Plan. 

4.  Revision  to  the  gasoline  storage  reg¬ 
ulation  requiring  a  vapor  loss  cmitrol 
device  on  tanks  of  1500  gallons  or  more 
In  “Area  A”  (500  gallons  in  previous 
regulation) . 

5.  A  new  wigwam  visual  emission  reg¬ 
ulation  as  stringent  as  the  State  agency’s 
regulation  in  the  approved  State  Imple¬ 
mentation  Plan. 

The  revisions  were  proposed  and  pxib- 
Uc  comment  was  invited  in  the  Febru¬ 
ary  19,  1974  Federal  Register  (39  FR 
6130).  No  comments  were  received  on 
the  proposal. 

EPA’s  review  of  the  revisions  to  the 
rules  and  regulations  of  the  Lane  Re¬ 
gional  Air  Pollution  Authority  indicates 
that  the  revisions  are  consl^nt  wlUi 
the  federal  Clean  Air  Act.  as  amended.  40 
CFR  Part  51,  and  the  control  strategy 
In  the  approved  State  Implementation 
Plan. 


3.  On  February  13.  1973,  the  State  of 
Oregon  submitted  a  recodification  of  reg¬ 
ulations  for  the  (Tolumbia-Willamette  Air 
Pollution  Authority. 

Subsequently,  on  June  17,  1974,  the 
State  of  Oregon  DEQ  submitted  amend¬ 
ments  to  the  Oregon  Implementation 
Plan  for  dissolution  of  the  air  quality 
control  program  of  the  CTolumbla-WiUa- 
mette  Air  Pollution  Authority  which  su¬ 
perseded  the  earlier  submitted  recodifica¬ 
tion  of  regulations.  Special  DEQ  air 
pollution  rules  applicable  to  the  areas  of 
Clackamas,  Columbia,  Multnomah  and 
Washington  Counties;  to  replace  the 
rules  of  the  dissolved  Authority,  were 
also  submitted.  These  rules  include  por¬ 
tions  of  the  rules  of  the  former  Colmnbla- 
Willamette  Air  Pollution  Authority  per¬ 
taining  to  emission  standards,  open  burn¬ 
ing  and  prohibited  practices.  Since  the 
dissolution  of  the  Columbia- Willamette 
Air  Pollution  Authority  and  the  adoption 
of  special  DEQ  rules  is  procedural,  the 
effect  on  the  substantive  content  of  the 
regulations  is  not  significant.  These  revi¬ 
sions  to  the  Oregon  Implementation  Plan 
were  proposed  and  public  comment  was 
invited  in  the  February  27,  1974  Federal 
Register  (39  FR  7593).  No  comments 
were  received  on  the  proposal.  The  spe¬ 
cial  Air  Pollution  Control  Rules  for 
Clackamas.  Columbia.  MultiKHnah,  and 
Washington  Counties  meet  the  require¬ 
ments  of  the  federal  Clean  Air  Act.  as 
amended,  and  40  CFR  Part  51,  and  are 
consistent  with  the  State  of  Oregon’s 
approved  control  strategy. 

Three  additional  revisions  were  pro¬ 
posed  in  the  February  19,  1974  Federal 
Register  (39  FR  6130).  Revisions  to  the 
OAR,  Chapter  340,  sections  25-155 
through  25-195,  Kraft  Pulp  Mills,  were 
submitted  on  February  8,  1973;  revisions 
to  the  Rules  and  Regulations  of  the  Mid- 
Willamette  Valley  Air  Pollution  Author¬ 
ity  were  submitted  on  February  13, 1973; 
and  revisions  to  section  25-315(1), 
Veneer  Driers,  were  submitted  on  May  30, 
1973.  The  approval  or  disapproval  of 
these  revisions  will  be  published  in  a 
separate  Federal  Register  notice  of  final 
rulemaking. 

This  final  rulemaking  action  approves 
as  Implementation  Plan  revisions: 

1.  'The  revisions  to  the  OAR,  Chsqiter 
340.  sections  25-105  through  25-130  Hot 
Mix  Asphalt  Plants. 

2.  The  revisions  to  the  Rules  and  Regu¬ 
lations  of  the  Lane  Regional  Air  Pollution 
Authority. 

3.  The  amendments  for  the  dissolution 
of  the  Rules  of  the  Columbia- Willamette 
Air  Pollution  Authority. 


4.  The  adoption  of  special  DEQ  air 
pollution  control  rules  for  Clackamas, 
Columbia,  Multnomah  and  Washington 
Coimties. 

The  Administrator  finds  good  cause  for 
making  this  rulemaking  effective  immed¬ 
iately  as  the  revisions  are  already  in 
effect  under  State  law  and  EPA’s  ap¬ 
proval  imposes  no  additional  burdens. 

(Sec.  110(a),  Clean  Air  Act,  as  amended,  42 
UA.C.  18S7c-5(a)) 

Dated:  June  2, 1975. 

Russell  E.  Train, 
Administrator. 

Part  52  of  Chapter  I,  'Title  40  of  the 
Code  of  Federal  E^gulations  is  amended 
as  follows: 

Subpart  MM — Oregon 

1.  In  §  52.1970,  (c)  (2)  and  (3)  are  re¬ 
vised  to  read  as  follows: 

§  52.1970  Identification  of  plan. 

•  •  #  •  • 

(c)  Supplemental  information  was 
submitted  on: 

(!)••• 

(2)  August  10,  1972;  February  8.  9, 
and  13,  May  30,  June  8,  22,  and  25.  July 
17,  and  August  3,  20,  and  27,  1973;  Jan¬ 
uary  17,  1974,  by  the  Department  of  En¬ 
vironmental  QuaUty. 

(3)  Provided,  however,  that  the  Kraft 
Pulp  Mill  regulation,  Oregon  Adminis¬ 
trative  Rules  (OAR)  Chapter  340,  sec¬ 
tions  25-155  through  25-195,  submitted 
on  February  8.  1973,  the  rules  and  regu¬ 
lations  of  the  Mld-WiUamette  Valley  Air 
Pollution  Authority,  submitted  on  Febru¬ 
ary  13,  1973,  and  the  Veneer  Drier  regu¬ 
lation,  OAR.  section  25-315(1),  submit¬ 
ted  on  May  30,  1973,  have  been  neither 
approved  nor  disapproved. 

(FR  DOC.7&-14774  Filed  6-4-76:8:45  am] 

[FRL  382-8] 

PART  52— APPROVAL  AND  PROMULGA¬ 
TION  OF  IMPLEMENTATION  PLANS 

Ship  and  Barge  Vapor  Recovery 

On  November  6, 1973,  the  Administra¬ 
tor  promulgated  a  final  regulation  re¬ 
quiring  recovery  of  vapors  emitted  dur¬ 
ing  loading  and  unloading  of  gasoline 
and  other  volatile  compounds  from  ships 
and  barges  in  the  Houston-Oalveston  In¬ 
trastate  Air  Quality  Control  Region,  40 
CFR  52.2287  (38  FR  30633).  ITie  purpose 
of  the  regulation  is  to  reduce  hydrocar¬ 
bon  emissions  and  thereby  to  assist  in  at- 
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tainment  and  maintenance  of  the  na¬ 
tional  ambient  air  qu&iity  standard  for 
photochemical  oxidants  in  that  region. 

The  regulation  was  challenged  by  a 
number  of  companies  subject  to  it,  but 
was  held  “valid  and  enforceable”  by  the 
U.S.  Court  of  Appeals  for  the  Fifth  Cir¬ 
cuit  on  August  7,  1974.  State  of  Texas, 
et  al.  V.  EPA,  499  P.  2d  289,  316-17,  321. 
Petitions  for  rehearing  were  filed,  but 
were  denied  by  the  Court.  Petitioners 
filed  with  the  U.S.  Supreme  Court  mo¬ 
tions  for  stay  of  mandate  pending  ap¬ 
plications  for  writ  of  certiorari.  The 
motions  were  denied  on  April  28,  1975. 
The  mandate  was  issued  by  the  Fifth 
Circuit  on  April  30,  1975: 

On  April  25,  1975,  the  Administrator 
suspended  interim  compliance  dates  con¬ 
tained  within  the  regiilation  and  which 
had  already  passed,  namely  40  CPR  52.- 
2287(c)  (1).  (2),  and  (3),  (40  CFR 
18437).  That  notice,  however,  did  not 
suspend  the  final  compliance  date  of 
May  31, 1975,  §  52.2287(c)  (4) . 

The  Agency  is  currently  engaged  in  an 
examination  of  various  aspects  of  the 
regulation,  including,  but  not  limited 
to  the  proper  extent  of  any  extensions 
to  the  interim  and  final  compliance 
dates  contained  in  the  regxilation.  In  this 
regard  the*  Agency  has  requested  perti¬ 
nent  information  from  those  subject  to 
the  regulation,  pursuant  to  section  114 
of  the  Clean  Air  Act.  The  information 
that  has  been  received,  regarding  both 
technical  issues  and  information  on  past 
efforts,  is  now  being  evaluated  and  the 
Agency  intends  to  pxiblish  proposed 
amendments  to  the  regulation  within 
the  near  future. 

In  the  meantime,  the  Agency  has  de¬ 
cided  to  siispend  ^e  final  compliance 
date  of  May  31.  1975  (40  CFR  52.2287 
(c)  (4) ) .  The  final  compliance  date  will 
be  suspended  \mtil  Octc^r  1,  1975.  This 
action  will  allow  the  Agency  to  proceed 
in  an  orderly  fashion  to  consider  the  in¬ 
formation  now  before  it.  TTiis  action  does 
not,  however,  relieve  those  subject  to  the 
regulation  from  the  obligation  to  con¬ 
tinue  to  make  maximum  good  faith  ef¬ 
forts  to  comply  with  the  substantive  por¬ 
tions  of  the  regulation. 

The  suspension  will  be  in  effect  until 
October  1.  1975.  by  which  time  the  Ad¬ 
ministrator  plans  to  publish  in  final  form 
amendments  to  the  regulation. 

(Sec.  301,  Clean  Air  Act,  42  U.S.C.  1857g) 

Dated:  May  30,1975. 

Rttssell  E.  Tkain, 
Administrator. 
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PART  85 — CONTROL  OF  AIR  POLLUTION 
FROM  NEW  MOTOR  VEHICLES  AND  NEW 
MOTOR  VEHICLE  ENGINES 

Corrections 

On  July  10.  1974  (39  FR  25320)  and 
subsequently  on  May  19,  1975  (40  FR 
21730),  EPA  published  several  amend¬ 
ments  to  the  motor  vehicle  air  pollution 
control  regulations  dealing  with  testing 
procedures  for  1976  and  subsequent 


model  year  light  duty  vehicles  and  light 
duty  trucks.  These  amendments  were 
presented  in  the  Federal  Register  as 
amendments  to  various  sections  of  the 
1975  model  year  test  procedures,  since 
the  Agency  intends  that  the  1975  model 
year  test  procedures  be  carried  over  to 
(i.e.,  be  applicable  for)  1976  and  sub¬ 
sequent  model  year  vehicles.  Because  of 
the  manner  in  which  the  amendments 
were  presented,  some  uncertainty  has 
arisen  concerning  the  Agency’s  intention 
regarding  the  testing  of  1976  and  sub¬ 
sequent  model  year  vehicles.  To  assure 
that  the  regulations  are  clearly  under¬ 
stood  by  the  general  public,  the  regula¬ 
tions  are  hereby  rei^ued  in  the  form 
set  forth  below. 

These  regulations  add  sections  to  Sub¬ 
parts  A  and  C  of  Part  85,  for  the  testing 
of  1976  and  subsequent  model  year  gaso¬ 
line-fueled  light  duty  vehicles  and  light 
duty  ^cks.  The  test  procedures  for  1976 
and  subsequent  model  year  vehicles  can 
be  ascertained  by  consulting  regulations 
contained  at  40  CFR  85.075  (Subpart  A) 
and  85.275  (Subpart  C) ,  and  substituting 
the  appropriate  sections  contained  in 
today’s  publication  (i.e.,  substitute 
85.076-8  for  85.075-5,  85.076-7  for  85.075- 
7,  85.076-9  for  85.075-9,  etc.) . 

Part  85  of  Chapter  I.  TlUe  40  of  the 
Code  of  Federal  Regulations  as  applicable 
beginning  with  the  1976  model  year  is 
amended  as  follows,  effective  on  (date  of 
publication  in  the  Federal  Register). 
These  corrections  sue  issued  under  the 
authority  of  section  206  of  the  Clean  Air 
Act  as  amended  (42  U.S.C.  1857f-6). 

Dated:  May  30.  1975. 

Roger  Strelow, 
Assistant  Administrator 
for  Air  and  Waste  Management. 

1.  Section  85.076-5  is  added  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  85.07^5  Test  vehicles. 

(a)  (1)  The  vehicles  covered  by  the  ap¬ 
plication  for  certification  will  be  divided 
into  groupings  of  vehicles  whose  engines 
are  expected  to  have  similar  emission 
characteristics  throughout  their  useful 
life.  Each  group  of  engines  with  similar 
emission  characteristics  shall  be  defined 
as  a  separate  engine  family. 

(2)  To  be  classed  in  the  same  engine 
family,  engines  must  be  Identical  in  all 
of  the  following  respects: 

(i)  The  cylinder  bore  center-to-center 
dimensions. 

(ii)  The  dimension  from  the  centerline 
of  the  crankshaft  to  the  centerline  of 
the  camshaft. 

(iii)  The  dimension  from  the  center- 
line  of  the  crankshaft  to  the  top  of  the 
cylinder  block  head  face. 

(iv)  The  cylinder  block  configuration 
(air  cooled  or  water  cooled;  Lr-6,  90*  V-8, 
etc.). 

(V)  The  location  of  intake  and  exhaust 
valves  and  the  valve  sizes  (within  a  Va- 
Inch  range  on  the  valve  head  diameter) . 

(Vi)  The  method  of  air  aspiration. 

(vii)  The  combustion  cycle. 

(viil)  Catalytic  converter  characteris¬ 
tics. 


(ix)  Thermal  reactor  characteristics. 

(3)  Ekigines  identical  in  all  the  respects 
listed  in  subparagraph  (2)  of  this  para¬ 
graph  may  be  further  divided  into  dif¬ 
ferent  engine  families  if  the  Administra¬ 
tor  determines  that  they  may  be  expected 
to  have  different  emission  characteris¬ 
tics.  This  determination  will  be  based 
upon  a  consideration  of  the  following 
features  of  each  engine: 

(i)  The  bore  and  stroke. 

(ii)  The  surf ace-to- volume  ratio  of  the 
nominally  dimensioned  cylinder  at  the 
t<^  dead  center  position. 

(ill)  The  intake  manifold  induction 
port  size  and  configuration. 

(iv)  ITie  exhaust  manifold  port  size 
and  configuration. 

(V)  The  intake  and  exhaust  valve  sizes. 

(vi)  The  fuel  system. 

(vii)  The  camshaft  timing  and  ignition 
timing  characteristics. 

(4)  Where  engines  are  of  a  tsrpe  which 
cannot  be  divided  into  engine  families 
based  upon  the  criteria  listed  in  subpara¬ 
graphs  (2)  and  (3)  of  this  paragraph, 
the  Administrator  will  establi^  families 
for  those  engines  based  upon  the  fea¬ 
tures  most  related  to  their  emission  char¬ 
acteristics. 

(b)  Emission  data  vehicles: 

(1)  Vehicles  will  be  chosen  to  be  op¬ 
erated  and  tested  for  emission  data  based 
upon  the  engine  fsunily  groupings.  With¬ 
in  each  engine  family,  the  requirements 
of  this  paragraph  must  be  met. 

(2)  Vehicles  of  each  engine  family  will 
be  divided  into  engine  displacement-ex¬ 
haust  onission  control  system-evapora¬ 
tive  emission  control  system  combina¬ 
tions.  A  projected  sales  volume  will  be 
establish^  for  each  combination  lor  the 
1976  model  year.  One  vehicle  of  each 
combination  wrill  be  selected  in  order  of 
decreasing  projected  sales  volmne  until 
70  percent  of  the  projected  r--Ue8  of  a 
manufacturer’s  total  production  of  vehi¬ 
cles  of  that  engine  family  is  represented, 
or  until  a  maximum  of  four  vehicles  is 
selected.  If  any  single  combination  repre¬ 
sents  over  70  percent,  then  two  vehicles 
of  that  combination  may  be  selected.  The 
vehicle  selected  for  each  combination 
will  be  specified  by  the  Administrator  as 
to  transmission  type,  fuel  system,  and 
Inertia  wnght  class. 

(3)  ’The  Administrator  may  select  a 
maximum  of  four  additionai  vehicles 
within  each  engine  family  based  upon 
features  indicating  that  they  may  have 
the  highest  emission  levels  of  the  vehi¬ 
cles  in  that  engme  family.  In  selecting 
these  vehicles,  the  Administrator  will 
consider  such  features  as  the  emission 
control  system  combination.  Induction 
sjrstem  characteristics,  ignition  system 
characteristics,  fuel  system,  rated  horse¬ 
power,  rated  torque,  compression  ratio, 
inertia  weight  class,  transmission  options 
and  axle  ratios. 

(4)  If  the  vehicles  selected  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  subparagraphs  (2)  and  (3)  of 
this  paragraph  do  not  represent  each 
engine-system  combination,  then  one  ve¬ 
hicle  of  each  engine-system  combination 
not' represented  will  be  selected  by  the 
Administrator.  The  vehicle  selected  shall 
be  of  the  engine  displacement  with  the 
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largest  projected  sales  rolume  of  vehicles 
with  the  control  system  combination  In 
the  engine  family  and  will  be  designated 
by  the  Administrator  as  to  transmission 
type,  fuel  system,  and  inertia  weight 
class. 

(c)  Durability  data  vehicles: 

(1)  A  durability  data  vehicle  will  be 
selected  by  the  Administrator  to  reiM*e- 
sent  each  engine-system  combination. 
The  vehicle  selected  shall  be  of  the  en¬ 
gine  displacement  with  the  largest  pro¬ 
jected  sales  volume  of  vehicles  with  that 
control-system  combination  in  that  en¬ 
gine  family  and  will  be  designated  by  the 
Administrator  as  to  transmission  ^pe, 
fuel  system,  and  Inertia  weight  class. 

(2)  A  manufacturer  may  elect  to  op¬ 
erate  and  test  additional  vehicles  to 
represent  any  engine-system  combina¬ 
tion.  The  additional  vehicles  must  be  of 
the  same  engine  displacement,  transmis¬ 
sion  tsrpe,  fuel  system,  and  inertia  weight 
class  as  the  vehicle  selected  for  that 
engine-system  combination  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  provisions  of  subparagraph 
(1)  of  this  paragraph.  Notice  of  an  in¬ 
tent  to  operate  and  test  additional  ve¬ 
hicles  shall  be  given  to  the  Administrator 
not  later  than  30  days  following  notifica¬ 
tion  of  the  test  fleet  selection. 

(d)  For  purposes  of  testing  under 
9  85 .070-7  (g) ,  the  Administrator  may  re¬ 
quire  additional  emission  data  vehicles 
and  durability  data  vehicles  identical  in 
all  material  respects  to  vehicles  selected 
In  accordance  with  paragraphs  (b)  and 

(c)  of  this  section:  Provided.  That  the 
number  of  vehicles  selected  shall  not  in¬ 
crease  the  size  of  either  the  emission  data 
fleet  or  the  durability  data  fleet  by  more 
than  20  percent  or  one  vehicle,  which¬ 
ever  is  greater. 

(e)  Any  manufacturer  whose  projected 
sales  of  new  motor  vehicles  subject  to 
this  subpart  for  the  1976  model  year  Is 
less  than  2,000  vehicles  may  request  a 
reduction  in  the  number  of  test  vehicles 
determined  In  accordance  with  the  fore¬ 
going  provisions  of  this  section.  The 
Administrator  may  agree  to  such  lesser 
number  as  he  determines  would  meet 
the  objectives  of  this  procedure. 

(f>  In  lieu  of  testing  an  emission 
data  or  durability  data  vehicle  selected 
imder  paragraph  (b)  or  (c)  of  this  sec¬ 
tion,  and  submitting  data  therefor,  a 
manufacturer  may.  with  the  prior  writ¬ 
ten  approval  of  the  Administrator,  sub¬ 
mit  exhaust  emission  data  and/or  fuel 
evaporative  emission  data  rni  a  similar 
vehicle  for  which  certification  has  pre¬ 
viously  been  obtained. 

(g)  (1)  Where  it  is  expected  that  more 
than  33  percent  of  an  engine  family  will 
be  equipped  with  an  optional  item,  the 
full  estimated  weight  of  that  item  shall 
be  included,  if  required  by  the  Adminis¬ 
trator,  In  the  curb  weight  computation 
for  each  vehicle  available  with  that  op¬ 
tion  In  the  engine  family.  Where  it  is 
expected  that  33  percent  or  less  of  the 
vehicles  In  an  engine  family  will  be 
equii^?ed  with  an  item  of  optional  equip¬ 
ment,  no  weight  for  that  item  will  be 
added  In  computing  curb  weight.  In  the 
case  of  mutually  exclusive  options,  cmly 
the  weight  of  the  heavier  option  will  be 


added  In  computing  curb  weight.  Op¬ 
tional  equipment  weighing  less  than  2 
pounds  per  item  need  not  be  considered. 

(2)  Where  it  is  expected  that  more 
than  33  percent  of  an  engine  family  may 
be  equipped  with  an  item  of  optional 
equipment  that  can  reasonably  be  ex¬ 
pect^  to  influence  emissions,  then  such 
items  of  optional  equipment  shall  ac¬ 
tually  be  installed,  unless  specifically 
excluded  by  the  Administrator,  on  all 
emission  data  and  durability  vehicles  in 
the  engine  family  on  which  the  option  is 
Intended  to  be  offered  in  production.  Op¬ 
tional  equipment  that  can  reasonably  be 
expected  to  influence  emissions  are  the 
air  conditioner,  power  steering,  power 
brakes  and  other  items  determined  by 
the  Administrator. 

(3)  Optional  equipment  that  can  rea¬ 
sonably  be  expected  to  influence  emis¬ 
sions  which  is  utilized  on  33  percent  or 
less  of  the  vehicles  in  the  engine  family 
shall  not  be  installed  on  any  vehicle  In 
that  engine  family  unless  specifically  re¬ 
quired  under  this  section. 

2.  Section  85.076-7  is  added  to  read 
as  follows: 

§  85.076—7  Mileage  accumulation  and 
emission  standards. 

The  procedure  for  mileage  accumula¬ 
tion  will  be  the  Durability  Driving  Sched¬ 
ule  as  specified  in  Appendix  rv  to  this 
part.  A  modified  procedure  may  also  be 
used  if  approved  in  advance  by  the  Ad¬ 
ministrator.  Except  with  the  advance  ap¬ 
proval  of  the  Administrator,  all  vehicles 
will  accumulate  mileage  at  a  measured 
curb  weight  which  is  within  100  pounds 
of  the  estimated  curb  weight.  If  the 
loaded  vehicle  weight  is  within  100 
pounds  of  being  included  in  the  next 
higher  inertia  weight  class  as  specifled 
In  9  85.075-15(d),  the  manufacturer  may 
elect  to  conduct  the  respective  emission 
tests  at  the  inertia  weight  corresponding 
to  the  higher  loaded  vehicle  weight. 

(a)  Emission  data  vehicles.  Each  emis¬ 
sion  data  vehicle  shall  be  driven  4,000 
miles  with  all  emission  control  systems 
installed  and  operating.  Complete  ex¬ 
haust  emission  and  fuel  evaporative  emis¬ 
sion  tests  (see  9  85.076-9(a) )  shall  be 
conducted  at  zero  miles  and  4,000  miles 
unless  the  Administrator  determines, 
based  on  data  submitted  under  9  85.076- 
5(f ) ,  that  only  the  exhaust  emission  tests 
(see  9  85.076-9 (b) )  shall  be  conducted  at 
zero  miles  and  4,000  miles. 

(b)  Durability  data  vehicles.  Each 
durability  vehicle  shall  be  driven,  with 
all  emission  control  systems  installed  and 
operating,  for  50,000  miles  or  such  lesser 
distance  as  the  Administrator  may  agree 
to  as  meeting  the  objective  of  this  pro¬ 
cedure.  Complete  exhaust  emission  and 
fuel  evaporative  emission  tests  (see 
9  85.076-9 (a) )  shall  be  made  at  the  fol¬ 
lowing  mileage  points:  0,  5,000,  10,000, 
15,000,  20,000,  25,000,  30,000,  35,000, 
40,000,  45,000,  50,000,  imless  the  Adminis¬ 
trator  determines  based  on  data  sub¬ 
mitted  under  9  85.076-5 (f) ,  that  only  the 
exhaust  emission  tests  (see  9  85.076-9 
(b) )  shall  be  made  at  the  mileage  points 
specifled  in  this  paragraph. 

(0)  All  tests  required  by  this  subpart 
to  be  conducted  after  every  5,000  r^es 


of  driving,  for  durability  vehicles  and 
4,000  miles  for  emission  data  vehicles 
must  be  conducted  and  any  accumulated 
mileage  within  250  miles  of  each  of  those 
test  points. 

(d) (1)  The  results  of  each  emission 
test  shall  be  supplied  to  the  Administra¬ 
tor  immediately  after  the  test.  The  man¬ 
ufacturer  shall  furnish  to  the  Adminis¬ 
trator  explanation  for  voiding  any  test. 
The  Administrator  will  determine  if 
voiding  the  test  was  appropriate  based 
upon  the  explanation  given  by  the  man¬ 
ufacturer  for  the  voided  test.  If  a  manu¬ 
facturer  conducts  multiple  tests  at  any 
test  point  at  which  the  data  are  in¬ 
tended  to  be  used  in  the  calculation  of 
the  deterioration  factor,  the  number  of 
tests  must  be  the  same  at  each  point 
and  may  not  exceed  three  valid  tests. 
Tests  between  test  points  may  be  con¬ 
ducted  as  required  by  the  Administrator. 
Data  from  all  tests  (including  voided 
tests)  shall  be  air  posted  to  the  Admin¬ 
istrator  within  24  hours  (or  delivered 
within  three  working  days) .  In  addition, 
all  test  data  shall  be  compiled  and  pro¬ 
vided  to  the  Administrator  in  accordance 
with  9  85.075-4.  Where  the  Administra¬ 
tor  conducts  a  test  on  a  durability  ve¬ 
hicle  at  a  prescribed  test  point,  the 
results  of  that  test  will  be  used  in  the 
calculation  of  the  deterioration  factor. 

(2)  The  results  of  all  emission  tests 
shall  be  rounded,  using  the  “Roimding 
Off  Method”  specifled  in  ASTM  E  26-67, 
to  the  number  of  places  to  the  right  of 
the  decimal  point  indicated  by  expressing 
the  applicable  standard  in  9  85.076-1  to 
three  significant  figures. 

(e)  Whenever  the  manufacturer  pro¬ 
poses  to  operate  and  test  a  vehicle  which 
may  be  used  for  emission  or  durability 
data,  he  shall  provide  the  zero  mile  test 
data  to  the  Administrator  and  make  the 
vehicle  available  for  such  testing  imder 
9  85.075-29  as  the  Administrator  may 
require  before  beginning  to  accumulate 
mileage  on  the  vehicle.  Failure  to  comply 
with  this  requirement  will  invalidate  all 
test  data  submitted  for  this  vehicle. 

(f)  Once  a  manufacturer  begins  to 
operate  an  emission  data  or  durability 
data  vehicle,  as  Indicated  by  compliance ' 
with  paragraph  (e)  of  this  section,  he 
shall  continue  to  run  the  vehicle  to  4,000 
miles  or  50,000  miles,  respectively,  and 
the  data  from  the  vehicle  will  be  used  in 
the  calculations  under  9  85.075-28.  Dis¬ 
continuation  of  a  vehicle  shall  be  allowed 
only  with  the  written  consent  of  the 
Administrator. 

(g) (1)  .The  Administrator  may  elect 
to  operate  and  test  any  test  vehicle  dur¬ 
ing  all  or  any  part  of  the  mileage  ac¬ 
cumulation  and  testing  procedure.  In 
such  cases,  the  manufacturer  shall  pro¬ 
vide  the  vehlcle(s)  to  the  Administrator 
with  all  information  necessary  to  con¬ 
duct  this  testing. 

(2)  The  test  procedures  in  99  85.075-9 
through  85.075-27  will  be  followed  by  the 
Administrator.  The  Administrator  will 
test  the  vehicles  at  each  test  point.  Main¬ 
tenance  may  be  performed  by  the  manu¬ 
facturer  under  such  conditions  as  the 
Administrator  may  prescribe. 
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(3)  Hie  data  developed  by  the  Admin¬ 
istrator  for  the  engine-system  combina¬ 
tion  shall  be  combined  with  any  appli¬ 
cable  data  supplied  by  the  manufacturer 
on  other  vehicles  of  that  combination  to 
determine  the  applicable  deterioration 
factors  for  the  combination.  In  the  case 
of  a  significant  discrepancy  between 
data  developed  by  the  Administrator 
and  that  submitted  by  the  manufacturer, 
the  Administrator’s  data  shall  be  used 
In  the  determination  of  deterioration 
factors. 

(h)  Emission  testing  of  any  type  with 
respect  to  any  certification  vehicle  other 
than  that  specified  in  this  subpart  is  not 
allowed  except  as  such  testing  may  be 
specifically  authorized  by  the  Adminis¬ 
trator. 

3.  Section  85.076-9  is  added  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  85.07^9  Test  procedures. 

Hie  procedures  described  in  this  and 
subsequent  sections  will  be  the  test  pro¬ 
gram  to  determine  the  conformity  of  ve¬ 
hicles  with  the  standards  set  forth  in 
i!  85.076-1. 

(a)  Vehicles  which  are  required  to  be 
tested  for  compliance  with  the  exhaust 
and  fuel  evaporative  emission  standards 
of  this  subpart  shall  be  tested  according 
to  the  following  procedures: 

(1)  Hie  test  consists  of  prescribed 
sequences  of  fueling,  parking,  and  operat¬ 
ing  conditions.  Hie  exhaust  gases  gener¬ 
ated  during  vehicle  operation  are  diluted 
with  air  and  sampled  continuously  for 
subsequent  analysis  of  specific  compo¬ 
nents  by  prescribed  analytical  techni¬ 
ques.  Hie  fuel  evaporative  emissions  are 
collected  for  subsequent  weighing  during 
both  vehicle  parking  and  operating 
events.  Hie  test  applies  to  vehicles 
equipped  with  catalytic  or  direct-fiame 
afterburners.  Induction  system  modifica¬ 
tions,  or  other  systems  or  to  uncontrolled 
vehicles  and  en^es. 

(2)  Hie  exhaust  emission  test  is  de¬ 
signed  to  determine  hydrocarbon,  carbon 
monoxide,  and  oxides  of  nitrogen  emis¬ 
sions  while  simulating  an  average  trip  in 
an  lu'ban  area  of  7.5  miles.  Hie  test  con¬ 
sists  of  engine  startups  and  vehicle  op¬ 
eration  on  a  chassis  d3mamometer 
through  a  specified  driving  schedule,  as 
described  in  Appendix  I  to  this  part.  A 
proportional  p^  of  the  diluted  exhaust 
emissions  is  collected  continuously,  for 
subsequent  analysis,  using  a  constant 
volume  (variable  dilution)  sampler. 

(3)  Hie  fuel  evaporative  emission  test 
is  designed  to  determine  fuel  hydrocar¬ 
bon  evaporative  emissions  to  the  atmos¬ 
phere  as  a  consequence  of  urban  driving, 
and  diurnal  temperature  fiuctuations 
during  parking.  It  is  associated  with  a 
series  of  events  representative  of  a  motor 
vehicle’s  operation,  which  result  in  fuel 
vapor  losses  directly  frcxn  the  fuel  tank 
and  carburetor.  Activated  carbon  traps 
are  employed  in  collecting  the  vaporized 
fueL  Hie  test  procedure  is  specifically 
aimed  at  collecting  and  weighing: 

(1)  Diurnal  breathing  losses  from  the 
fuel  tank  and  other  parts  of  the  fuel  sys¬ 
tem  when  the  fud  tank  is  subjected  to  a 


temperature  increase  representative  of 
the  diurnal  range; 

(ii)  Rimning  losses  from  the  fuel  tank 
and  carburetor  resulting  from  a  simu¬ 
lated  trip  on  a  chassis  dynamometer;  and 

(ill)  Hot  soak  losses  from  the  fuel  tank 
and  carburetor  which  result  when  the 
vehicle  is  parked  and  the  hot  engine  is 
turned  off. 

(4)  Except  in  cases  of  component 
malfimction  or  failure,  all  emission  con¬ 
trol  S3^tems  Installed  on  or  incorporated 
in  a  new  motor  vehicle  shall  be  fimc- 
tloning  during  all  procedures  in  this  sub¬ 
part.  Maintenance  to  correct  component 
malfunction  or  failure  shall  be  author¬ 
ized  in  accordance  with  §  85.075-6. 

(b)  Vehicles  which  are  required  to  be 
tested  for  compliance  only  with  the  ex¬ 
haust  emission  standards  of  this  subpart 
shall  be  tested  according  to  the  follow¬ 
ing  procedures: 

(1)  The  test  consists  of  prescribed  se¬ 
quences  of  fueling,  parking,  and  operat¬ 
ing  ccmditions.  The  exhaii^  gases  gen¬ 
erated  during  vehicle  operation  are  di¬ 
luted  with  air  and  sampled  continuously 
for  subsequent  analysis  of  specific  com¬ 
ponents  by  prescribed  analytical  tech¬ 
niques.  The  test  applies  to  vehicles 
equipped  with  catalytic  or  direct-flame 
after-burners,  induction  syst^  modifi¬ 
cations.  or  other  systexns  or  to  imcon- 
trolled  vehicles  and  engines. 

(2)  The  exhaust  emission  test  is  de¬ 
signed  to  determine  hydrocarbon,  carbon 
monoxide,  and  oxides  of  nitrogen  naass 
emissions  while  simulating  an  average 
trip  in  an  urban  area  of  7.5  miles.  The 
test  consists  of  engine  startups  and  ve¬ 
hicle  operation  on  a  chassis  dynamom¬ 
eter  through  a  specified  driving  sched¬ 
ule.  as  described  in  Appendix  I  to  this 
pait.  A  proportional  part  of  the  diluted 
exhaust  eniissions  is  collected  continu¬ 
ously.  for  subsequent  analysis,  using  a 
constant  volume  (variable  dilution) 
sampler. 

(3)  Ebccept  in  cases  of  component  mal¬ 
function  or  failure,  all  emission  control 
systems  installed  on  or  incorporated  in 
a  new  motor  vehicle  shaU  be  functioo- 
Ing  during  all  procedures  in  this  subpart. 
Maintenance  to  correct  ccanponent  mal¬ 
function  or  failure  shall  be  authorized 
in  accordance  with  i  85.075-6. 

4.  Section  85.076-11  is  added  to  read 
as  follows: 

§  85.076-11  Vehicle  and  engine  prep¬ 
aration. 

(a)  Vehicles  to  be  tested  for  cmn- 
pliance  with  the  exhaust  and  fuel  evap¬ 
orative  emissions  standards  of  this  sub¬ 
part  shall  be  prepared  as  follows : 

(l)(i)  Apply  appropriate  leak-proof 
fittings  to  all  fuel  system  external  vents 
to  permit  collection  of  effluent  vapors 
from  these  vents  during  the  course  of 
the  prescribed  tests.  Since  the  prescribed 
test  requires  the  temporary  plugging  of 
the  inlet  pipe  to  the  air  cleaner,  it  will  be 
necessary  to  install  a  probe  for  collecting 
the  normal  effluents  from  this  source. 
Where  antisturge/vent  filler  ci^  are  em¬ 
ployed  on  the  fuel  tank,  plug  off  the 
normal  vent  if  It  does  not  conveniently 


lend  itself  to  the  collection  of  vapors 
which  emanate  from  it,  and  introduce  a 
separate  vent,  with  appropriate  fitting 
on  the  cap.  Where  the  fuel  tank  vent  line 
terminus  is  inaccessible,  sever  the  line  at 
a  convenient  point  near  the  fuel  tank 
and  install  the  collection  system  in  a 
closed  circuit  assembly  with  the  severed 
ends.  All  fittings  shall  terminate  in 
Inch  ID  tube  sections  for  ready  connec¬ 
tion  to  the  collection  systems  and  shall 
be  designed  for  minimum  dead  space. 

(ii)  The  design  and  installation  of  the 
necessary  fittings  shall  not  disturb  the 
normal  function  of  the  fuel  sjrstem  com¬ 
ponents  or  the  normal  pressure  relation¬ 
ships  in  the  system. 

(2)  (1)  Inspect  the  fuel  system  care¬ 
fully  to  insure  the  absence  of  any  leaks 
to  the  atmosphere  of  either  liquid  or 
vapor  which  might  affect  the  accuracy  of 
the  test  or  the  performance  of  the  con¬ 
trol  system.  Corrective  action,  if  required, 
shall  be  performed  in  accoMance  with 
8  85.075-6  and  be  reported  with  the  test 
results  under  8  85.075-4. 

(11)  Care  should  be  exercised,  in  the 
application  of  any  pressure  tests,  neither 
to  pin’ge  nor  load  the  evaporative  emis¬ 
sion  control  system. 

(3)  Prepare  fuel  tank  for  recording 
the  temperature  of  the  prescribed  test 
fuel  at  11s  approximate  midvolume. 

(4)  Provide  additional  fittings  and 
adapters,  as  required,  to  accommodate  a 
fuel  drain  at  the  lowest  point  possible  in 
the  tank  as  installed  on  the  v^lcle. 

(b)  Vehicles  to  be  tested  for  compli¬ 
ance  only  with  the  exhaust  emission 
standards  of  this  subpart  shall  be  pre¬ 
pared  as  follows: 

(1)(1)  Inspect  the  fuel  system  care¬ 
fully  to  Insure  the  absence  of  any  leaks 
to  the  atmosphere  of  either  liquid  or 
vapor  which  might  affect  the  accuracy 
of  the  test  or  the  performance  of  the  con¬ 
trol  system.  Such  inspection  ^all  in¬ 
clude  the  application  of  a  pressure  of 
14.5  inches  of  water  (plus  or  minus  0.5 
inches  of  water)  to  the  fuel  system.  The 
pressure  should  be  applied  and  allowed 
to  stabilize  and  the  l^el  system  isolated 
from  the  pressure  source.  The  fuel  'sys¬ 
tem  may  not  lose  more  than  2.0  inches 
of  water  for  five  minutes  beginning  with 
the  isolation  of  the  fuel  system.  Correc¬ 
tive  action,  if  required,  shall  be  per¬ 
formed  in  accordance  with  1  85.075-6 
and  be  reported  with  the  test  results 
under  885.075-4. 

(ii)  Care  should  be  exercised,  in  the 
application  of  any  pressure  tests,  neither 
to  purge  nor  load  the  evaporative  emis¬ 
sion  control  system. 

5.  Section  85.076-12  is  added  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  85.076-12  Vehicle  preeonditioning. 

(a)  Vehicles  to  be  tested  for  com¬ 
pliance  with  the  exhaust  and  fuel 
evaporative  emissions  standard  of  this 
subpart  shall  be  preconditioned  as 
follows: 

(1)  The  test  vehicle  shall  be  operated 
under  the  eondittons  prescribed  for 
mileage  accumulation,  1 85.076-7,  for 
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one  hour  immediately  prior  to  the  opera¬ 
tion  prescribed  below: 

(2)  The  fuel  tank  shall  be  drained  and 
specifiel  test  fuel  (§  85.07&-10(a) )  added. 
The  evaporative  emisslop' control  system 
or  device  shall  not  be  abnormally  purged 
or  loaded  as  a  result  of  draining  or  fuel¬ 
ing  the  tank. 

(3)  The  test  vehicle  shall  be  placed 
on  the  dynamometer  and  ojjerated  over 
a  simulated  trip,  according  to  the  appli¬ 
cable  requirements  and  procedures  of 
§  85.075-14  through  S  85.075-19  except 
that  the  engine  need  not  be  cold  when 
starting  the  run  on  the  dynamometer 
and  only  a  single  trip  of  7.5  miles  shall 
be  run.  The  test  vehicle  may  be  used  to 
set  dsmamometer  horsepower,  if  neces¬ 
sary.  During  this  operation  the  ambient 
temperatui’e  shall  be  between  OB^F  and 
BBT. 

(4)  The  engine  and  cooling  fan  shall 
be  stopped  upon  completion  of  the 
dynamometer  operation  and  the  vehicle 
permitted  to  soak  either  on  or  off  the 
dsmamometer  stand  at  an  ambient  tem¬ 
perature  between  76”P  and  86*P  for  a 
period  of  not  less  than  one  hour 
prior  to  the  soak  period  prescribed  in 
S  85.075-13(a)(l). 

(b)  Vehicles  to  be  tested  for  compli¬ 
ance  only  with  the  exhaust  emissions 
standards  of  this  subpart  shall  be  pre¬ 
conditioned  as  follows: 

(1)  The  fuel  tank(s)  shall  be  drained 
and  filled  with  the  specified  test 
fuel  (§  85.075-10(a) )  to  the  prescribed 
tank(s)  fuel  volume,  defined  in  S  85.002 

(a)  (20).  The  fuel  added  to  the  vehicle 
tank(s)  shall  have  an  initial  temiserature 
of  no  more  than  86*P.  The  evaporative 
emission  control  system  or  device  shall 
not  be  abnormally  purged  or  loaded  as  a 
result  of  draining  or  fueling  the  tank(s) . 

(2)  The  test  vehicle  shall  be  placed 
on  the  dynamometer  and  operated  over 
a  simulated  trip,  according  to  the  appli¬ 
cable  requirements  and  preoedures  of 
SS  85.075-14  through  85.075-19  except 
that  the  engine  need  not  be  cold  when 
starting  the  nm  on  the  dynamometer 
and  only  a  single  trip  of  7.5  miles  shall 
be  run.  Longer  pyreconditioning  may  be 
permitted  with  advance  approval  of  the 
Administrator.  The  test  vehicle  may  be 
used  to  set  dsmamometer  horsepower,  if 
necessary.  During  this  operation  the  am¬ 
bient  tempera  time  shall  be  between  68*  P 
and  86*  P. 

(3)  The  engine  and  cooling  fan  shall 
be  stopped  upon  completion  of  the  dy¬ 
namometer  operation  and  the  vehicle 
permitted  to  soak  either  on  or  off  the 
dynamometer  stand  at  an  ambient  tem¬ 
perature  between  76*  P  and  86*  F  for  a 
period  of  not  less  than  one  hour  prior  to 
the  soak  period  prescribed  in  S  85.076- 
12(b)(4). 

(4)  The  test  vehicle  shall  be  allowed  to 
soak  In  an  area  where  the  ambient  tem¬ 
perature  is  maintained  between  60*  F 
and  86*  F  for  a  period  of  not  less  and  11 
(eleven)  hours  prior  to  the  dsmamometer 
operation  prescribed  in  Si  85.075-14 
through  85.075-24. 

(5)  The  vehicle  shaD  be  operated  on 
the  dynamometer  according  to  the  re¬ 


quirements  and  procediues  of  $  85.075- 
24.  This  operation  completes  the  test. 

6.  Section  85.276-5  Is  added  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  85.276—5  Test  vehidea. 

(a)  (1)  The  vehicles  covered  by  the  ap¬ 
plication  for  certification  will  be  divided 
into  groupings  of  vehicles  whose  engines 
are  expected  to  have  similar  emission 
characteristics  throughout  their  useful 
life.  Each  group  of  engines  with  similar 
emission  characteristics  shall  be  defined 
as  a  separate  engine  family. 

(2)  To  be  classed  in  the  same  engine 
family,  engines  must  be  identical  in  all 
the  following  respects: 

(1)  The  cylinder  bore  center  to  center 
dimensions. 

(li)  The  dimension  from  the  centerline 
of  the  crankshaft  to  the  centerline  of 
the  camshaft. 

(iii)  The  dimension  from  the  center¬ 
line  of  the  crankshaft  to  the  top  of  the 
cylinder  block  head  face. 

(iv)  The  cylinder  block  configuration 
(air-cooled  or  water-cooled;  L-6,  90* 
V-8,  etc.). 

(v)  The  location  of  intake  and  exhaust 
valves  and  the  valve  sises  (within  a  Vs- 
inch  range  on  the  valve  head  diameter) . 

(vi)  Hie  method  of  air  aspiration. 

(vii)  The  combustion  cycle. 

(vili)  (Catalytic  convertor  character¬ 
istics. 

(ix)  Thermal  reactor  characteristics. 

(3)  Engines  identical  in  all  the  re¬ 
spects  listed  in  subparagraph  (2)  of  this 
paragraph  may  be  further  divided  into 
different  engine  families  if  the  Admin¬ 
istrator  determines  that  they  may  be 
expected  to  have  different  emission  char¬ 
acteristics.  This  determination  will  be 
based  upon  a  consideration  of  the  fol¬ 
lowing  features  of  each  engine: 

(1)  The  bore  and  stroke. 

(il)  TThe  surface  to  volume  ratio  of  the 
nominally  dimensioned  cylinder  at  the 
tqp  dead  center  position. 

(ill)  The  Intake  manifold  induction 
port  size  and  configiuation. 

(iv)  The  exhaust  manifold  port  size 
and  configuration. 

(V)  The  intake  and  exhaust  valve 
sizes. 

(vi)  The  fuel  system. 

(vU)  The  camshaft  timing  and  igni¬ 
tion  timing  characteristics. 

(4)  Where  engines  are  of  a  type  which 
cannot  be  divided  into  engine  families 
based  upon  the  criteria  listed  in  sub- 
paragraphs  (2)  and  (3)  of  this  para¬ 
graph,  the  Administrator  will  establish 
families  for  those  engines  based  upon  the 
features  most  related  to  their  emission 
characteristics. 

(b)  Emission  data  vehicles: 

(1)  Vehicles  will  be  chosen  to  be 
operated  and  tested  for  emission  data 
based  upon  the  engine  family  groupings. 
Within  each  engine  family,  the  require¬ 
ments  of  this  paragraph  must  be  met. 

(2)  Vehicles  of  each  engine  family 
win  be  divided  into  engine  displacement- 
exhaust  emission  control  system-evapo¬ 
rative  emission  control  system  combina¬ 
tions.  A  projected  sales  volume  will  be 


established  for  each  combination  for  the 
1976  model  year.  One  vehicle  of  each 
combination  will  be  selected  In  order  of 
decreasing  projected  sales  volume  until 
70  percent  of  the  projected  sales  of  a 
manufacturer’s  total  production  of  ve¬ 
hicles  of  that  engine  family  is  repre¬ 
sented,  or  until  a  maximum  of  four  ve¬ 
hicles  is  selected.  If  any  single  combina¬ 
tion  represents  over  70  percent,  then  two 
vehicles  of  that  combination  may  be  se¬ 
lected.  The  vehicle  selected  for  each  com¬ 
bination  will  be  specified  by  the  Admin¬ 
istrator  as  to  transmission  type,  fuel  sys¬ 
tem  and  inertia  weight  class. 

(3)  'The  Administrator  may  select  a 
maximum  of  four  additional  vehicles 
within  each  engine  family  based  upon 
features  indicating  that  they  may  have 
the  highest  emission  levels  of  the  ve¬ 
hicles  in  that  engine  family.  In  selecting 
these  vehicles,  the  Administrator  will 
consider  such  features  as  the  emission 
control  system  combination,  induction 
system  characteristics,  ignition  system 
characteristics,  fuel  system,  rated  horse¬ 
power,  rated  torque,  compression  ratio, 
inertia  weight  class,  transmission  op¬ 
tions  and  axle  ratios. 

(4)  If  the  vehicles  selected  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  subparagraphs  (2)  and  (3)  of 
this  paraerraph  do  not  represent  each 
engine-system  combination,  then  one 
vehicle  of  each  engine-system  combina¬ 
tion  not  represented  will  be  selected  by 
the  Administrator.  The  vehicle  selected 
shall  be  of  the  engine  displacement  with 
the  largest  projected  sales  volume  of  ve¬ 
hicles  with  the  control  system  combina¬ 
tion  in  the  engine  family  and  will  be 
designated  by  the  Administrator  as  to 
transmission  type,  fuel  system,  and  iner¬ 
tia  weight  class. 

(c)  Durability  data  vehicles: 

(1)  A  durability  data  vehicle  will  be 
selected  by  the  Administrator  to  repre¬ 
sent  each  engine-system  combination. 
The  vehicle  selected  shall  be  of  the  en¬ 
gine  displacement  with  the  largest  pro¬ 
jected  sales  volume  of  vehicles  with  that 
control-system  combination  in  that  en- 
gin  family  and  wrlll  be  designated  by  the 
Administrator  as  to  transmission  type, 
fuel  system,  and  Inertia  weight  class. 

(2)  A  manufacturer  may  elect  to  op¬ 
erate  and  test  additional  vehicles  to 
represent  any  engine-system  combina¬ 
tion.  The  additional  vehicles  must  be  of 
the  same  engine  displacement,  transmis¬ 
sion  type,  fuel  system,  and  inertia  weight 
class  as  the  vehicle  selected  for  that 
engine-system  combination  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  provisions  of  subpara¬ 
graph  (1)  of  this  paragraph.  Notice  of 
an  intent  to  operate  and  test  additional 
vehicles  shall  be  given  to  the  Administra¬ 
tor  not  later  than  30  days  following  no¬ 
tification  of  the  test  fieet  selection. 

(d)  For  purposes  of  testing  under 
§  85.276-7 (g) .  the  Administrator  may  re¬ 
quire  additional  emission  data  vehicles 
and  durability  data  vehicles  identical  in 
ell  material  respects  to  vehicles  sheeted 
in  accordance  with  paragraphs  (b)  and 

(c)  of  this  section:  Provided.  That  the 
nmnber  of  vehicles  selected  shall  not  In¬ 
crease  the  size  of  either  the  emissloin  data 
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fleet  or  the  durability  data  fleet  by  moi-e 
than  20  percent  or  one  vehicle,  which¬ 
ever  is  greater. 

(e)  Any  manufacturer  whose  projected 
sales  of  new  motor  vehicles  subject  to 
this  subpart  for  the  1976  model  year  is 
less  than  2,000  vehicles  may  request  a 
reduction  in  the  number  of  test  vehicles 
determined  in  accordance  with  the  fore¬ 
going  provisions  of  this  section.  The  Ad¬ 
ministrator  may  agree  to  such  lesser 
number  as  he  determines  would  meet  the 
objectives  of  this  procedure. 

(f)  In  lieu  of  testing  an  emission  data 
or  durability  data  vehicle  selected  imder 
paragraph  (b)  or  (c)  of  this  section,  and 
submitting  data  therefor,  a  manufac¬ 
turer  may,  with  the  prior  written  ap¬ 
proval  of  the  Administrator,  submit 
exhaust  emission  data  and/or  fuel  evap¬ 
orative  emission  data  on  a  similar  ve¬ 
hicle  for  which  certification  has  previ¬ 
ously  been  obtained. 

<g)  (1)  Where  it  is  expected  that  more 
than  33  percent  of  an  engine  family  will 
be  equipped  with  an  optional  item,  the 
full  estimated  weight  of  that  item  shall 
be  Included,  if  required  by  the  Adminis¬ 
trator  in  the  cm-b  weight  computation 
for  each  vehicle  available  with  that  op¬ 
tion  in  the  engine  family.  Where  it  is 
expected  that  33  percent  or  less  of  the 
vehicles  in  an  engine  family  will  be 
equipped  with  an  item  of  optional  equip¬ 
ment,  no  weight  for  that  item  will  be 
added  in  computing  curb  weight.  In  the 
case  of  mutually  exclusive  options,  only 
the  weight  of  the  heavier  (vtion  will 
be  added  in  computing  curb  weight.  Op¬ 
tional  equipment  weighing  less  than  3 
poimds  per  item  need  not  be  considered. 

(2)  Where  it  is  expected  that  more 
than  33  percent  of  an  engine  family  may 
be  equipped  with  an  item  of  optional 
equipment  that  can  reasonably  be  ex¬ 
pect^  to  influence  emissions,  then  such 
items  of  optional  equipment  shall  ac¬ 
tually  be  installed,  unless  specifically  ex¬ 
cluded  by  the  Administrator,  on  all 
emission  data  and  durability  vehicles  in 
the  engine  family  on  which  the  option 
is  Intended  to  be  offered  in  production. 
Optional  equipment  that  ean  reasonably 
be  expected  to  Influence  emissions  are 
the  air  conditioner,  power  steering, 
power  brakes,  and  other  itons  deter¬ 
mined  by  the  Administrator. 

(3)  Optional  equipment  that  can  rea¬ 
sonably  be  expected  to  influence  emis¬ 
sions  whidi  is  utilized  on  33  percent  or 
less  of  the  vehicles  in  the  engine  family 
shsdl  not  be  installed  on  any  vehicle  in 
that  engine  family  unless  specifically 
required  under  this  section. 

7.  Section  85.276-7  is  added  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  85,27^7  Mileage  accumulation  and 
emiMion  standards. 

The  procedure  for  mileage  accumula¬ 
tion  will  be  the  Durability  Driving  Sched¬ 
ule  as  specified  in  Appendix  IV  to  this 
part.  A  modified  procedure  may  also  be 
used  if  approved  in  advance  by  the  Ad¬ 
ministrator.  Except  with  the  advance  ap¬ 
proval  of  the  Administrator,  all  vehicles 
will  accumulate  mileage  at  a  measured 
curb  weight  which  is  within  100  pounds 


of  the  estimated  curb  weight.  If  the 
loaded  vehicle  weight  is  within  100 
poimds  of  being  Included  In  the  next 
higher  inertia  weight  class  as  specified 
in  §  85.275-15(d) ,  the  manufacturer  may 
elect  to  conduct  the  respective  emission 
tests  at  the  inertia  weight  corresponding 
to  the  higher  loaded  vehicle  weight. 

(a)  Emission  data  vehicles.  -  Each 
emission  data  vehicle  shall  be  driven 
4,000  miles  with  all  emission  control  sys¬ 
tems  installed  and  operating.  Complete 
exhaust  emission  and  fuel  evaporative 
emission  tests  (see  §  85.276-9(a) )  shall 
be  conducted  at  zero  miles  and  4,000  miles 
unless  the  Administrator  determines, 
based  on  data  submitted  under  §  85.276- 
5(f),  that  only  the  exhaust  emission 
tests  (see  §  85.276-9(b) )  shall  be  con¬ 
ducted  at  zero  miles  and  4,000  miles. 

(b)  Durability  data  vehicles.  Each 
durability  vehicle  shall  be  drivm,  with 
all  emission  control  systems  installed 
and  operating,  for  50,000  miles  or  such 
lesser  distance  as  the  Administrator  may 
agree  to  as  meeting  the  objective  of  this 
procedure.  Complete  exhaust  emission 
and  fuel  evaporative  emission  tests  (see 
§  85.276-9(a))  shall  be  made  at  the  fol¬ 
lowing  mileage  points:  0,  5,000,  10,000, 
15,000,  20,000,  25,000,  30,000,  35,000, 
40,000,  45,000,  50,000,  unless  the  Admin¬ 
istrator  determines  based  on  data  sub¬ 
mitted  imder  S  85.276-5 (f) ,  that  only  the 
exhaust  emission  tests  (see  S  85.276-9 
(b) )  shall  be  made  at  the  mileage  points 
specified  in  this  paragraph. 

(c)  All  tests  required  by  this  subpart 
to  be  conducted  alter  every  5,000  miles 
of  driving  for  durability  vehicles  and 
4,000  miles  for  emission  data  vehicles 
must  be  conducted  at  any  accumulated 
mileage  within  250  miles  of  each  of  those 
test  points. 

(d)  (1)  The  results  of  such  emission 
test  shall  be  supplied  to  the  Administra¬ 
tor  immediately  after  the  test.  The  man¬ 
ufacturer  shall  furnish  to  the  Adminis¬ 
trator  explanation  for  voiding  any  test. 
The  Administrator  will  determine  if 
voiding  the  test  was  appropriate  based 
upon  the  explanation  given  by  the  man¬ 
ufacturer  for  the  voided  test.  If  a  manu¬ 
facturer  conducts  multiple  tests  at  any 
test  point  at  which  the  data  are  in¬ 
tended  to  be  used  in  the  calculation  of 
the  deterioration  factor,  the  number  of 
tests  must  be  the  same  at  each  point 
and  may  not  exceed  three  valid  tests. 
Tests  between  test  points  may  be  con¬ 
ducted  as  required  by  the  Administrator. 
Data  from  all  tests  (including  voided 
tests)  shall  be  air  posted  to  the  Admin¬ 
istrator  within  24  hours  (or  delivered 
within  three  working  days) .  In  addition, 
sJl  test  data  shall  be  compiled  and  pro¬ 
vided  to  the  Administrator  in  accordance 
with  S  85.275-4.  Where  the  Administra¬ 
tor  conducts  a  test  on  a  durability  ve¬ 
hicle  at  a  prescribed  test  point,  the  re¬ 
sults  of  that  test  will  be  used  in  the  cal¬ 
culation  of  the  deterioration  factor. 

(2)  The  results  of  all  emission  tests 
shall  be  rounded,  using  the  “Rounding 
Off  Method”  specified  in  ASTM  E  26-67, 
to  the  niunber  of  places  to  the  right  of 
the  decimal  point  Indicated  by  expressing 


the  applicable  standard  in  §  85.276-1  to 
three  significant  figm^. 

(e)  Whenever  the  manufacturer  pro¬ 
poses  to  operate  and  test  a  vehicle  which 
may  be  used  for  emission  or  durability 
data,  he  shall  provide  the  zero  mile  test 
data  to  the  Administrator  and  make  the 
vehicle  available  for  such  testing  under 
S  85.275-29  as  the  Administrator  xnay 
require  before  beginning  to  accumulate 
mileage  on  the  vehicle.  Failure  to  comply 
with  this  requirement  will  invalidate  all 
test  data  submitted  for  this  vehicle. 

(f)  Once  a  manufacturer  begins  to 
operate  an  emission  data  or  durability 
data  vehicle,  as  indicated  by  compliance 
with  paragraph  (e)  of  this  section,  he 
shall  continue  to  nm  the  vehicle  to  4,000 
miles  or  50,000  miles,  respectively,  and 
the  data  from  the  vehicle  will  be  used  in 
the  calculation  imder  S  85.275-28.  Dis¬ 
continuation  of  a  vehicle  shall  be  allowed 
only  with  the  written  consent  of  the 
Administrator. 

(g) (1)  The  Administrator  may  elect 
to  operate  and  test  any  test  vehicle  dur¬ 
ing  all  or  any  part  of  the  mileage  ac¬ 
cumulation  and  testing  procedure.  In 
such  cases,  the  manufacturer  shall  pro¬ 
vide  the  vehlcle(s)  to  the  Administrator 
with  all  information  necessary  to  con¬ 
duct  this  testing. 

(2)  The  test  procedures  in  §5  85.275-9 
through  85.275-27  will  be  followed  by  the 
Administrator.  The  Administrator  will 
test  the  vehicles  at  each  test  point.  Main¬ 
tenance  may  be  performed  by  the  manu¬ 
facturer  under  such  conditions  as  the 
Administrator  may  prescribe. 

(3)  The  data  developed  by  the  Admin¬ 
istrator  for  the  engine-system  combina¬ 
tion  shall  be  combined  with  any  appli¬ 
cable  data  supplied  by  the  manufacturer 
on  other  vehicles  of  that  combination  to 
determine  the  applicable  deterioration 
factors  for  the  combination.  In  the  case 
of  a  significant  discrepancy  between 
data  developed  by  the  Administrator 
and  that  submitted  by  the  manufacturer, 
the  Administrator’s  data  shall  be  used 
In  the  determination  of  deterioration 
factors. 

(h)  Emission  testing  of  any  type  with 
respect  to  any  certification  vehicle  other 
than  that  specified  in  this  subpart  is  not 
allowed  except  as  such  testing  may  be 
specifically  authorized  by  the  Adminis¬ 
trator. 

8.  Section  85.276-9  is  added  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  85.276—9  Test  procedures. 

The  procedures  described  in  this  and 
subsequent  sections  will  be  the  test  pro¬ 
gram  to  determine  the  conformity  of 
vehicles  with  the  standards  set  forth  in 
S  85.276-1. 

(a)  Vehicles  which  are  required  to  be 
tested  for  compliance  with  the  exhaust 
and  fuel  evaporative  emission  standards 
of  this  subpart  shall  be  tested  according 
to  the  following  procedures: 

(1)  The  test  consists  of  prescribed 
sequences  of  fueling,  parking,  and  op¬ 
erating  conditions.  The  exhaust  gases 
generated  during  vehicle  operation  are 
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diluted  with  air  and  sampled  continu¬ 
ously  for  subsequent  analysis  of  spedflc 
components  by  prescribed  analytical 
techniques.  The  fuel  evaporative  egals- 
sions  are  collected  for  subsequent  weigh¬ 
ing  during  both  vehicle  parking  and  oper¬ 
ating  events.  The  test  applies  to  vehicles 
equipped  with  catalytic  or  direct-flame 
afterburners,  induction  system  modifica¬ 
tions,  or  other  systems  or  to  uncontrolled 
vehicles  and  engines. 

(2)  The  exhaust  emission  test  is  de¬ 
signed  to  determine  hydrocarbon,  carbon 
monoxide,  and  oxides  of  nitrogen  emis¬ 
sions  while  simulating  an  average  trip  in 
an  urban  area  of  7.5  miles.  The  test  con¬ 
sists  of  engine  startups  and  vehicle  oper¬ 
ation  on  a  chassis  dynamometer  through 
a  specified  driving  schedule,  as  described 
in  Appendix  I  to  this  part.  A  propor¬ 
tional  part  of  the  diluted  exhaust  emis¬ 
sions  is  collected  continuously,  for  sub¬ 
sequent  analysis,  using  a  constant  vol- 
lune  (variable  dilution)  sampler. 

(3)  The  fuel  evaporative  emission  test 
is  designed  to  determine  fuel  hydrocar¬ 
bon  evaporative  emissions  to  the  atmos¬ 
phere  as  a  consequence  of  urban  driving, 
and  diurnal  temperature  fluctuations 
during  parking.  It  is  associated  with  a 
series  of  events  representative  of  a 
motor  vehicle’s  operation,  which  result 
in  fuel  vapor  losses  directly  from  the 
fuel  tank  and  carburetor.  Activated 
carbon  traps  are  employed  in  collecting 
the  vaporized  fuel.  The  test  procedure 
is  specifically  aimed  at  collecting  and 
weighing: 

(1)  Diurnal  breathing  losses  from  the 
fuel  tank  and  other  parts  of  the  fuel 
system  when  the  fuel  tank  is  subjected 
to  a  temperature  increase  representative 
of  the  diurnal  range; 

(il)  Running  losses  from  the  fuel  tank 
and  carburetor  resulting  from  a  simu¬ 
lated  trip  on  a  chassis  dynamometer; 
and 

(iii)  Hot  soak  losses  from  the  fuel  tank 
and  carburetor  which  result  when  the 
vehicle  is  parked  and  the  hot  engine  is 
turned  off. 

(4)  Except  in  cases  of  component  mal¬ 
function  or  failure,  all  emission  control 
systems  installed  on  or  Incorporated  in 
a  new  motor  vehicle  shall  be  function¬ 
ing  during  all  procedures  in  this  sub¬ 
part.  Maintenance  to  correct  component 
malfunction  or  failure  shall  be  author¬ 
ized  in  accordance  with  §  85.275-6. 

(b)  Vehicles  which  are  required  to  be 
tested  for  compliance  only  with  the  ex¬ 
haust  emission  standards  of  this  subpart 
shall  be  tested  according  to  the  follow¬ 
ing  procedures: 

(1)  The  test  consists  of  prescribed 
sequences,  of  fueling,  parking,  and  oper¬ 
ating  conditions.  The  exhaust  gases  gen¬ 
erated  during  vehicle  operation  are 
diluted  with  air  and  sampled  continu¬ 
ously  for  subsequent  analysis  of  specific 
components  by  prescribed  analytical 
techniques.  The  test  applies  to  vehicles 
equipped  with  catalytic  or  dlrect-fiame 
afterburners,  induction  system  modifica¬ 
tions,  or  other  systems  or  to  uncontrolled 
vehicles  and  engines. 


(2)  The  exhaust  emission  test  is  de¬ 
signed  to  determine  hydrocarbon,  carbon 
monoxide,  and  oxides  of  nitrogen  mass 
emissions  while  simulating  an  average 
trip  in  an  urban  area  of  7.5  miles.  The 
test  consists  of  engine  startups  and  vehi¬ 
cle  operation  on  a  chassis  dynamometer 
through  a  specified  driving  schedule,  as 
described  in  Appendix  I  to  this  part.  A 
proportional  part  of  the  diluted  exhaust 
emissions  is  collected  continuously,  for 
subsequent  analysis,  using  a  constant 
volume  (variable  dilution)  sampler. 

(3)  Except  in  cases  of  component  mal¬ 
function  or  failure,  all  emission  control 
systems  installed  on  or  incorporated  in 
a  new  motor  vehicle  shall  be  functioning 
during  all  procedures  in  this  subpart. 
Maintenance  to  correct  conjponent  mal¬ 
function  or  failure  shall  be  authorized  in 
accordance  with  §  85.275-6. 

9.  Section  85.276-11  is  added  to  read 
as  follows: 

§8!>.276— 11  Vfhirlc  and  engine  prep¬ 
aration. 

(a)  Vehicles  to  be  tested  for  compli¬ 
ance  with  the  exhaust  and  fuel  evapora¬ 
tive  emissions  standards  of  this  subpart 
shall  be  prepared  as  follows: 

(1)  (i)  Apply  appropriate  leak -proof 
fittings  to  all  fuel  system  external  vents 
to  permit  collection  of  effluent  vapors 
from  these  vents  during  the  course  of  the 
prescribed  tests.  Since  the  prescribed  test 
requires  the  temporary  plugging  of  the 
inlet  pipe  to  the  air  cleaner,  it  will  be 
necessary  to  install  a  probe  for  collecting 
the  normal  effluents  from  this  source. 
Where  antlsurge/vent  filler  caps  are  em¬ 
ployed  on  the  fuel  tank,  plug  off  the  nor¬ 
mal  vent  if  it  does  not  conveniently  lend 
itself  to  the  collection  of  vapors  which 
emanate  from  it,  and  introduce  a  sep¬ 
arate  vent,  with  appropriate  fitting  on 
the  cap.  Where  the  fuel  tank  vent  line 
terminus  is  inaccessible,  sever  the  line 
at  a  convenient  point  near  the  fuel  tank 
and  install  the  collection  system  in  a 
closed  circuit  assembly  with  the  severed 
ends.  All  fittings  shall  terminate  in  Sc¬ 
inch  ID  tube  sections  for  ready  connec¬ 
tion  to  the  collection  systems  and  shall 
be  designed  for  minimiun  dead  space. 

(ii)  The  design  and  installation  of  the 
necessary  fittings  shall  not  disturb  tlie 
normal  function  of  the  fuel  system  com¬ 
ponents  or  the  normal  pressure  relation¬ 
ships  in  the  system. 

(2)  (1)  Inspect  the  fuel  system  care¬ 
fully  to  insure  the  absence  of  any  leaks 
to  the  atmosphere  of  either  liquid  or 
vapor  which  might  affect  the  accuracy  of 
the  test  or  the  performance  of  the  con¬ 
trol  system.  Corrective  action,  if  required, 
shall  be  performed  in  accordance  with 
§  85.275-6  and  be  reported  with  the  test 
results  under  S  85.275-4. 

(li)  Care  should  be  exercised,  in  the 
application  of  any  pressure  tests,  nei¬ 
ther  to  purge  nor  load  the  evaporative 
emission  control  system. 

(3)  Prepare  fuel  tank  for  recording  the 
temperature  of  the  prescribed  test  fuel 
at  its  approximate  midvolume. 


(4)  Provide  additional  fittings  and 
adapters,  as  required,  to  accommodate  a 
fuel  drain  at  the  lowest  point  possible  in 
the  tank  as  Installed  on  the  vehicle. 

(b)  Vehicles  to  be  tested  for  compli¬ 
ance  only  with  the  exhaust  emission 
standards  of  this  subpart  shall  be  pre¬ 
pared  as  follows; 

(l)(i)  Inspect  the  fuel  system  care¬ 
fully  to  insure  the  absence  of  any  leaks 
to  the  atmosphere  of  either  liquid  or 
vapor  which  might  affect  the  accuracy  of 
the  test  or  the  performance  of  the  con¬ 
trol  system.  Such  inspection  shall  in¬ 
clude  the  application  of  a  pressure  of 
14.5  inches  of  water  (plus  or  minus  0.5 
inches  of  water)  to  the  fuel  system.  The 
pressure  should  be  applied  and  allowed 
to  stabilize  and  the  fuel  system  isolated 
from  the  pressure  source.  The  fuel  sys¬ 
tem  may  not  lose  more  than  2.0  inches 
of  water  for  five  minutes  beginning  with 
the  isolation  of  the  fuel  system.  Correc¬ 
tive  action,  if  required,  shall  be  per¬ 
formed  in  accordance  with  §  85.275-6 
and  be  reported  with  the  test  results 
under  §  85.275-4. 

(li)  Care  should  be  exercised,  in  the 
application  of  any  pressure  tests,  neither 
to  purge  nor  load  the  evaporative  emis¬ 
sion  control  system. 

10.  Section  85.276-12  is  added  to  read 
as  follows; 

§  85.27(^12  Vehicle  preconditioning. 

(a)  Vehicles  to  be  tested  for  compli¬ 
ance  with  the  exhaust  and  fuel  evapora¬ 
tive  emissions  standard  of  this  subpart 
shall  be  preconditioned  as  follows : 

(1)  The  test  vehicle  shall  be  operated 
under  the  conditions  prescribed  for  mile¬ 
age  accumulation,  §  85.276-7,  for  one 
hour  immediately  prior  to  the  operation 
prescribed  below. 

(2)  The  fuel  tank  shall  be  drained 
and  specified  test  fuel  (§  85.275-10 (a) ) 
added.  The  evaporative  emission  control 
system  or  device  shall  not  be  abnormally 
purged  or  loaded  as  a  result  of  draining 
or  fueling  the  tank. 

(3)  The  test  vehicle  shall  be  placed  on 
the  dynamometer  and  operated  over  a 
-simulated  trip,  according  to  the  appli¬ 
cable  requirements  and  procedures  of 
§  85.275-14  through  §  85.275-19  except 
that  the  engine  need  not  be  cold  when 
starting  the  run  on  the  dynamometer 
and  only  a  single  trip  of  7.5  miles  shall 
be  run.  The  test  vehicle  may  be  used  to 
set  dynamometer  horsepower,  if  neces¬ 
sary.  During  this  operation  the  ambient 
temperature  shall  be  between  68“  P.  and 
86"  P. 

(4)  The  engine  and  cooling  fan  shall 
be  stopped  upon  completion  of  the  dyna¬ 
mometer  operation  and  the  vehicle  per¬ 
mitted  to  soak  either  on  or  off  the  d3ma- 
mometer  stand  at  an  ambient  tempera- 
time  between  76“  P.  and  86*  P.  for  a 
period  of  not  less  than  one  hour  prior  to 
the  soak  period  prescribed  in  §  85.275- 
13(a)(1). 

(b)  Vehicles  to  be  tested  for  compli¬ 
ance  only  with  the  exhaust  emissions 
standards  of  this  subpart  shall  be  pre¬ 
conditioned  as  follows: 
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(1)  The  fuel  taiik(s)  shall  be  drained 
and  filled  with  the  specified  test  fuel 
(§  85.275-10(a) )  to  the  prescribed 
tank(s)  fuel  volume,  defined  in  S  85.202 
(a)  (20).  The  fuel  added  to  the  vehicle 
tank(s)  shall  have  an  initial  temperature 
of  no  more  than  86*  P,  The  evaporative 
emission  control  system  or  device  shall 
not  be  abnormally  purged  or  loaded  as 
a  result  of  draining  or  fueling  the 
tank(s). 

(2)  The  test  vehicle  shall  be  placed  on 
the  dsmamometer  and  operated  over  a 
simulated  trip,  according  to  the  appli¬ 
cable  requirements  and  procedures  of 
i§  85.275-14  through  85.275-19  except 
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that  the  engine  need  not  be  cold  when 
starting  the  run  on  the  dsmamometer 
and  only  a  single  trip  of  7.5  miles  shall 
be  run.  Longer  preconditioning  may  be 
permitted  with  advance  approval  of  the 
Administrator.  The  test  vehicle  may  be 
used  to  set  dynamometer  horsepower,  if 
necessary.  During  this  operation  the  am¬ 
bient  temperature  shall  be  between  68* 
P.  and  86*  P. 

(3)  The  engine  and  cooling  fan  shall 
be  stopped  upon  completion  of  the  dyna¬ 
mometer  operation  and  the  vehicle  per¬ 
mitted  to  soak  either  on  or  off  the  dyna¬ 
mometer  stand  at  an  ambient  tempera¬ 
ture  between  76*  P.  and  86”  P.  for  a 


period  of  not  less  than  one  hour  prior 
to  the  soak  period  prescribed  in  {  85.276- 
12(b)(4). 

'  (4)  The  test  vehicle  shall  be  allowed  to 
soak  in  an  area  where  the  ambient  tem- 
peratiu^  is  maintained  between  60”  P. 
and  86°  P.  for  a  period  of  not  less  than 
11  (eleven)  hours  prior  to  the  dyna¬ 
mometer  operation  prescribed  in  S  85.- 
275-14  through  85.275-24. 

(5)  The  vehicle  shall  be  operated  on 
the  dsmamometer  according  to  the  re¬ 
quirements  and  procedures  of  S  85.275- 
24.  This  operation  completes  the  test. 

|FR  Doc.76-14652  FUed  6-4-76:8:46  am] 
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This  ssction  of  ths  FEDERAL  REGISTER  contains  notices  to  the  public  of  the  proposed  issuance  of  rules  and  regulations.  The  purpose  of 
these  notices  is  to  give  Interested  persons  an  opportunity  to  participate  in  the  rulemaking  prior  to  the  adoption  of  the  final  rules. 


DEPARTMENT  OF  DEFENSE 
Corps  of  Engineers 
[  33  CFR  Part  204  ] 

DANGER  ZONE  REGULATIONS 
Chesapeake  Bay  Off  Fort  Monroe,  Virginia 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  section  7 
of  the  River  and  Harbor  Act  of  August  8, 
1917  (40  Stat.  266;  33  U.S.C.  1).  §  204.49a 
Is  hereby  proposed  to  be  amended  govern¬ 
ing  the  use  and  navigation  of  the  firing 
range  danger  zone  in  Chesapeake  Bay  off 
Fort  Monroe.  Virginia.  Accordingly, 
i  204.49a  is  published  for  comment, 
through  July  7,  1975.  Comments  on  the 
proposed  amendment  should  be  sent  to 
the  District  Engineer,  U.S.  Army 
Engineer  District,  Norfolk,  803  Front 
Street,  Norfolk,  Virginia  23510. 

§  204.49a  Chesapeake  Bay  off  Fort  Mon¬ 
roe,  Va.;  firing  range  danger  zone. 

(a)  The  danger  zone.  All  of  the  water 
area  lying  within  a  section  extending 
seaward  a  distance  of  6,000  yards  be¬ 
tween  radial  lines  bearing  071  degrees 
True  and  103  degrees  True,  respectively, 
from  a  point  on  shore  at  Latitude 
37“01'30"  N.,  Longitud*  76*17'54"  W. 

(b)  The  regulations.  (1)  No  weapon 
having  a  greater  range  than  the  5.56  mm 
M16  is  to  be  fired  into  the  firing  range 
danger  zone. 

(2)  During  periods  when  firing  is  in 
progress,  red  flags  will  be  displayed  at 
conspicuous  locations  on  the  beach.  Ob¬ 
servers  will  be  on  duty  and  firing  will  be 
suspended  as  long  as  any  vessel  is  with¬ 
in  the  danger  zone. 

(3)  Passage  of  vessels  through  the 
area  will  not  be  prohibited  at  any  time, 
nor  will  commercial  fishermen  be  pro¬ 
hibited  from  working  fish  nets  within 
the  area.  No  loitering  or  anchoring  for 
other  purposes  will  be  permitted  during 
announced  firing  periods. 

(4)  No  firing  will  be  done  during  hours 
of  darkness  or  low  visibility. 

(5)  The  Commander,  Fort  Monroe, 
Virginia,  is  responsible  for  furnishing  in 
advance  the  firing  schedule  to  the  Com¬ 
mander,  5th  Coast  Guard  District,  for 
publication  in  his  “Local  Notice  to  Mar¬ 
iners”  and  to  the  local  press  at  Norfolk 
and  Newport  News,  Virginia. 

(c)  The  regulations  in  this  section 
shall  be  enforced  by  the  Commander, 
Fort  Monroe.  Virginia,  and  such  agencies 
as  he  may  designate. 

Dated:  May  30. 1975. 

By  authority  of  the  Secretary  of  the 
Army. 

Fred  R.  Zimmerman, 

Lt.  Colonel.  U.S.  Army 
Chief,  Plans  Office,  TAOO. 

(FR  Doc.76-14669  Piled  6-4-76;8:46  am] 


DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 
Geological  Survey 
[  30  CFR  Parts  250  and  251  ] 

OUTER  CONTINENTAL  SHELF 

Oil,  Gas  and  Sulphur  Operations;  Geological 
and  Geophysical  Exploration 

In  the  notice  on  this  subject  published 
in  the  Federal  Register,  Volume  40, 
Number  78,  on  Tuesday,  April  22,  1975, 
it  was  stated  that  comments  from  in¬ 
terested  parties  concerning  the  proposed 
amendments  to  30  CFR  250.97  and  to 
add  Part  251  to  Title  30,  Code  of  Fed¬ 
eral  Regulations  and  the  draft  environ¬ 
mental  impact  statements  covering  those 
changes  in  the  regulation  would  be  re¬ 
ceived  imtil  June  6.  1975.  Notice  is 
hereby  given  that  written  comments, 
suggestions,  or  objections  to  the  pro¬ 
posed  changes  or  the  draft  environmen¬ 
tal  impact  statement  may  be  submitted 
to  the  Director,  U.8.  Geological  Survey, 
National  Center,  Reston,  Virginia  22092, 
on  or  before  June  20, 1975. 

W.  A.  Raolinski. 

Acting  Director, 

U.S.  Geological  Survey, 

(FB  Doc.75-14743  Filed  6-4-75;8:45  am] 

DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 
Agricultural  Marketing  Service 
[7  CFR  Part  1033] 

(Docket  No.  AO-166-A46] 

MILK  IN  THE  OHIO  VALLEY  MARKETING 
AREA 

Decision  on  Proposed  Amendments  to 
Marketing  Agreement  and  to  Order 

A  public  hearing  was  held  upon  pro¬ 
posed  amendments  to  the  marketing 
agreement  and  the  order  regulating  the 
handling  of  milk  in  the  Ohio  Valley 
marketing  area.  The  hearing  was  held, 
pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the  Agri¬ 
cultural  Marketing  Agreement  Act  of 
1937,  as  amended  (7  U.S.C.  601  et  seq.) , 
and  the  applicable  rules  of  practice  (7 
CFR  Part  900),  at  Columbus,  Ohio,  on 
November  7-8,  1974,  pursuant  to  notice 
thereof  issued  on  October  16,  1974  (39 
FR  37502) . 

Upon  the  basis  of  the  evidence  intro¬ 
duced  at  the  hearing  and  the  record 
thereof,  the  Associate  Administrator  on 
March  27,  1975,  filed  with  the  Hearing 
Clerk,  United  States  Department  of  Ag¬ 
riculture,  his  recommended  decision  con¬ 
taining  notice  of  the  opportunity  to  file 
written  exceptions  thereto.  _ 

The  material  Issues,  findings  and  con¬ 
clusions,  rulings,  and  general  findings  of 
the  recommended  decision  are  hereby  ap¬ 
proved  and  adopted  and  are  set  forth  in 


full  herein,  subject  to  the  following  mod¬ 
ifications: 

1.  Under  “1.  Pool  plant  qualifications — 
(a)  Considering  Class  II  and  Class  III 
transfers  from  a  supply  plant  as  a  receipt 
at  a  distributing  plant  in  determining 
such  distributing  plant’s  pool  status.”, 
two  paragraphs  are  added  immediately 
following  the  fifth  paragraph,  the  sixth 
paragraph  is  changed,  three  paragraphs 
are  added  Immediately  following  the 
ninth  paragraph,  and  two  paragraphs  are 
added  immediately  following  the  last 
paragraph. 

2.  Under  “1.  Pool  plant  qualifica¬ 
tions — (b)  Designating  a  distributing 
plant  as  a  pool  plant  for  the  month 
based  on  its  performance  in  preceding 
months.”,  a  paragraph  is  added  imme¬ 
diately  following  the  twelfth  paraerraph. 

3.  Under  “1.  Pool  plant  quallfica- 
tlms — (c)  Automatic  pooling  in  March- 
August  for  a  supply  plant  that  was  a 
pool  plant  in  preceding  September- 
February.”,  a  paragraph  is  added  imme¬ 
diately  following  the  last  paragraph. 

4.  Under  “1.  Pool  plant  qualifica¬ 
tions — (d)  Balancing  plant.”,  the  last 
paragraph  is  changed,  and  three  para¬ 
graphs  are  added  immediately  loUowing 
the  last  paragraph. 

5.  Under  “2.  Diversion  of  producer 
milk.”,  the  fourth  paragraph  is  deleted, 
the  last  paragraph  is  changed,  and  a 
paragraph  is  added  immediately  follow¬ 
ing  the  last  paragraph. 

6.  Under  “3.  Classification  provisions 
— (c)  Direct  allocation  of  nonfluid  other 
source  milk  to  Class  n  utilization.”, 
three  paragraphs  are  added  immediate¬ 
ly  following  the  last  paragraph. 

The  material  issues  on  the  record  re¬ 
late  to: 

1.  Pool  plant  qualifications. 

2.  Diversion  of  producer  milk. 

3.  Classification  provisions. 

4.  Adoption  of  a  single  butterfat  differen¬ 
tial. 

Findings  and  Conclusions 

The  following  findings  and  conclu¬ 
sions  on  the  material  Issues  are  based  on 
evidence  presented  at  the  hearing  and 
the  record  thereof : 

1.  Pool  plant  qualifications — (a)  Con- 
sidering  Class  II  and  Class  III  transfers 
from  a  supply  plant  as  a  receipt  at  a  dis¬ 
tributing  plant  in  determining  such  dis¬ 
tributing  plant’s  pool  status.  No  change 
should  be  made  in  the  distributing  plant 
pooling  standards  on  the  basis  of  this 
record.  However,  the  procedure  for  pool¬ 
ing  supply  plants  should  be  modified  to 
establish  a  demonstrated  bona  fide  rela¬ 
tionship  of  any  supply  plant  with  the 
fluid  market  rather  than  basing  pooling 
qualifications  on  shipments  (which  could 
be  exclusively  for  Class  n  or  Class  III 
use)  to  pool  distributing  plants. 
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Under  the  existing  order,  a  pool  dis¬ 
tributing  plant  must  have  at  least  15 
percent  of  its  overall  route  disposition  in 
the  marketing  area  and  its  total  monthly 
route  disposition  must  be  at  least  50  per¬ 
cent  (45  percent  in  March-August)  of  its 
overall  receipts  (including  milk  diverted 
from  such  phcnt  but  extruding  bulk  fluid 
milk  products  received  by  transfer  or  di¬ 
version  from  other  plants  as  Class  II  or 
Class  m  milk) . 

As  proposed  a  federation  of  co¬ 
operatives  representing  the  majority  of 
producers,  the  overall  receipts  at  the  dis¬ 
tributing  plant  to  be  counted  far  deter¬ 
mining  such  plant’s  pool  status  would  be 
expanded  to  include  all  Class  II  and  Class 
m  transfers  from  supply  plants  to  such 
distributing  plant. 

Proponent  cooperatives  contended  that 
the  present  pooling  provisions  constitute 
a  loophole  whereby  large  quantities  of 
milk  not  associated  with  the  fluid  market 
could  be  attached  to  the  pool  through  the 
receipt  and  transfer  of  milk  through  a 
supply  plant(s)  under  a  requested  Class 
II  or  Class  m  classification. 

Their  prc^sal  was  opposed  by  one  co¬ 
operative  and  by  a  proprietary  supply 
plant  operator.  The  opposing  coopera¬ 
tive’s  spokesman  stated  that  if  the  pro¬ 
posal  were  adcgHed,  certain  distributing 
plants,  in  order  to  insure  continuing  pool 
status,  might  find  it  necessary  to  reduce 
milk  receipts  from  supply  plants.  TIm  af¬ 
fected  supply  plants,  in  turn,  might  have 
to  redtMe  receipts  from  dairy  farmers  in 
order  to  meet  the  minimum  shipping  re¬ 
quirements.  The  spokesman  contended 
that  this  chain  reaction  would  force  this 
milk  to  move  to  balancing  plants  op¬ 
erated  by  the  proponent  cooperatives, 
which  are  pooled  imder  standards  dif¬ 
ferent  from  those  applicable  to  regular 
supply  plants.  This  he  contended,  would 
not  be  apprc^uiate. 

The  opposing  coop>erative’s  position  ex¬ 
pressed  above  to  the  proposal  denied  in 
this  decision  (including  all  Class  11  and 
Class  HI  transfers  from  stipply  plants  as 
a  receipt  at  the  distributing  plant  in  de¬ 
termining  its  pool  status)  was  reiterated 
in  its  exception  to  the  recommended  de¬ 
cision’s  modification  of  the  pooling  re¬ 
quirements  for  a  supply  plant. 

Specifying  the  conditions  under  which 
the  shipments  to  a  distributing  plant 
qualify  a  supply  plant  for  pooling  is 
necessary  to  establish  that  the  supply 
plant  is,  in  fact,  supplying  the  fluid  mar¬ 
ket.  For  this  reason,  the  position  of  the 
exceptor  to  allow  a  supply  plant  to  pool 
solely  on  the  basis  of  its  shipments  to  dis¬ 
tributing  plants,  even  though  the  milk 
would  be  used  for  manufacturing  pur¬ 
poses  only,  is  without  merit.  The  coopera¬ 
tive’s  claim  that  the  change  in  the  supply 
plant  po<ding  requirements  herein 
adopted  would  force  milk  that  is  regu¬ 
larly  received  at  supply  plants  to  move  to 
cooperative  balancing  plants  is  without 
foundation  in  the  record  of  the  hearing 
or  in  the  experience  of  the  market. 

The  proprietary  handler’s  opposition 
centered  cm  the  effect  adoption  of  the 
proposal  would  have  on  his  total  opera¬ 
tion.  This  handler  operates  cme  pool 


supply  and  six  pool  distributing  plants. 
One  of  such  distributing  plants  has  sub¬ 
stantial  capacity  to  manufacture  nonfat 
dry  milk,  and  at  times  it  has  been  neces¬ 
sary  to  utilize  this  capacity  when  the 
supply  plant  (also  a  manufacturing 
plant)  could  not  physically  handle  all 
the  milk  associated  therewith-  and  not 
needed  for  fluid  use.  The  handler  con¬ 
tended  that  adoption  of  the  proposed 
change  would  make  it  difficult  to  main¬ 
tain  continuing  pool  status  for  the  supply 
plant  and/or  the  distributing  plant  with 
manufacturing  operations.  As  a  result  of 
actions  taken  in  this  decision,  the  likeli¬ 
hood  that  a  distributing  plant  would  lose 
pool  status  in  such  a  situation  is  mini¬ 
mized. 

While  the  present  pofding  provisions 
could  be  used  to  pool  almost  unlimited 
volumes  of  milk  through  supply  plant 
operations  which  have  no  direct  associa¬ 
tion  with  the  fluid  market,  it  is  not  ap¬ 
parent  that  there  has  been  any  abuse  of 
the  order  through  this  means.  Neverthe¬ 
less,  to  protect  the  Integrity  of  regula¬ 
tion,  it  is  desirable  that  the  order  be 
modified  to  deter  such  end. 

The  present  performance  standards  for 
po(4ing  distributing  plants  recognize  the 
fact  that  some  distributing  plants  in  this 
market,  which  are  primarily  fluid  milk 
operations,  nevertheless  operate  sub¬ 
stantial  manufacturing  facifities  and 
therefore,  on  occasion,  may  receive  milk 
from  other  plants  for  manufacture.  In 
order  that  such  receipts  may  not  jeop- 
ardlae  such  a  distributing  plant’s  pooling 
status,  and  at  the  same  time  to  accom¬ 
modate  the  use  of  the  plant’s  manufac¬ 
turing  facilities,  receipts  by  transfer 
from  other  plants  under  an  agreed  Class 
n  or  Class  in  classiflcation  are  not 
counted  in  determining  such  plant’s 
pooling  status.  If,  as  proposed  by  co¬ 
operatives,  supply  plant  milk  designated 
for  manufacturing  uses  was  included  as 
a  receipt  in  determining  such  a  distribut¬ 
ing  plant’s  pool  status,  the  pooling 
status  of  certain  distributing  plants  that 
have  been  regularly  pooled,  and  which 
provide  a  service  to  the  market  in 
handling  reserve  milk  supplies,  might  be 
jeopardized.  Loss  of  pooling  status  would 
have  serious  adverse  effect  on  dairy 
fsumers  regularly  supplying  such  plants 
with  milk  for  fluid  use. 

Hie  problem  proponents  seek  to  re¬ 
solve  (i.e.,  potential  dilution  of  pool  pro¬ 
ceeds  by  the  pooling  of  milk  intended 
solely  for  manufacturing  use) ,  therefore, 
can  best  be  resolved  under  the  condiUons 
existing  in  this  market  by  modiflcatlon  of 
the  supply  plant  rather  than  the  distrib- 
uthig  plant  pooling  standards. 

A  federation  of  cooperatives  excepted 
to  the  revised  pool  qualification  stand¬ 
ards  for  supply  plants  adopted  in  this 
decision.  The  cooperatives  stated  that 
it  was  imreasonable  to  expect  the  oper¬ 
ator  of  a  supply  plant  to  know  the  rias- 
siflcation  of. all  milk  utilized  by  a  dis¬ 
tributing  plant  to  which  it  shipped  milk. 

While  this  may  be  true,  the  pooling 
procedure  adopted  provides  greater  pro¬ 
tection  for  producers  generally  than 


would  be  provided  by  the  cooperatives’ 
proposal  whereby  the  pool  status  of  both 
the  distributing  plant  and  the  supply 
plant  would  be  voided  by  the  failure  of 
the  distributing  plant  to  meet  the  per¬ 
formance  standard  with  respect  to  its 
overall  receipts  (excluding  diversions 
from  other  pool  distributing  plants) . 

The  operator  of  a  pool  supply  plant 
has  a  continuing  ass^ation  with  the 
operator  of  the  pool  distributing  plant 
to  which  milk  is  shipped  from  the  sup¬ 
ply  plant,  hi  this  circumstance,  it  is 
reasonable  to  expect  that  the  persons 
involved  will  have  reached  an  under¬ 
standing  for  providing  the  supply  plant 
operator  the  information  necessary  to 
determine  that  shipments  from  his  plant 
to  such  i>ool  distributing  plant  will  count 
in  qualifying  it  as  a  pool  plant. 

To  protect  the  Integrity  of  regulation, 
it  is  desirable  that  supply  plant  milk  be 
required  to  more  adequately  demonstrate 
association  with  the  fluid  market  to 
qualify  for  pooling.  This  may  be  accom- 
pli^ied  by  requiring  that  pooling  status 
for  a  supply  plant  be  conditioned  on 
making  the  prescribed  percentage  of 
shipments  to  a  pool  distributing  plant(s) 
which  has  total  route  dispositton  of  at 
least  50  percent  (45  percent  in  March- 
August)  of  overall  receipts  (Including 
milk  diverted  from  such  plant  but  ex¬ 
cluding  bulk  fluid  milk  products  received 
by  transfer  or  diversion  from  pool  dis¬ 
tributing  plants  under  an  agreed  Class  n 
or  CHass  ITT  classiflcation) .  Route  dispo¬ 
sition  in  the  marketing  area  by  the  sup¬ 
ply  plant  would  continue  to  be  added  to 
its  qualifying  shipments  to  pool  distrib¬ 
uting  plants  for  the  purpose  of  deter¬ 
mining  whether  the  supply  plant  met  the 
performance  standards  for  pooling. 

Under  this  procedure  a  supply  plant 
could  conceivably  ship  all  of  its  receipts 
to  a  pool  distributing  plant  and  yet  fall 
to  qualify  because  part  or  all  of  such 
shipments  were  made  under  an  agreed 
upon  Class  11  or  CHass  III  classiflcation 
and  the  inclusion  of  such  transfers  in  the 
distributing  plant’s  receipts  (for  the  pur¬ 
pose  of  determining  the  supply  plant’s 
pool  status  only)  resulted  in  a  route  dis¬ 
position  percentage  less  than  the  pre¬ 
scribed  minimum.  Such  resulting  non¬ 
pool  status  for  the  supply  plant  could 
not  be  construed  as  Inappropriate  since 
it  would  be  a  direct  manifestation  of  such 
plant’s  hisufflclent  association  in  supply¬ 
ing  the  needs  of  the  fluid  maritet.  If  a 
supply  plant  should  fall  to  qualify  for 
pooling,  receipts  from  such  plant  at  any 
pool  plant  would  be  treated  as  an  other 
source  receipt. 

Under  certain  conditions,  notwith¬ 
standing,  a  supply  plant  regularly  asso¬ 
ciated  with  the  market  as  a  pool  plant 
should  be  allowed  to  pool  for  the  first 
subsequent  month  in  which  it  fails  to 
qualify  as  a  pool  plant.  Without  such  a 
provision,  a  supply  plant  could  imex- 
pectedly  lose  poor  plant  status  for  the 
month  because  of  an  unforeseen  precipi¬ 
tous  decine  in  CHass  I  utilization  at  a 
distributing  plant  that  received  milk 
from  the  supply  plant.  In  that  circum¬ 
stance,  the  milk  of  dairy  farmers  who 
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delivered  to  the  suppy  plant  dumg  the 
month  would  not  qualify  for  pooling. 
Although  such  an  occurrence  admittedly 
should  be  infrequent,  to  insure  orderly 
marketing  a  reasonable  safeguard  should 
be  provided  against  loss  of  pool  partici¬ 
pation  by  the  supply  plant  and  its  dairy 
farmer  patrons.  Tills  s^ipropriately  can 
be  achieved  by  according  continued  pool¬ 
ing  for  one  month  to  a  supply  plant 
which  has  demonstrated  a  sustained  as¬ 
sociation  with  the  fluid  market  but  which 
failed  to  meet  the  pooling  requirements 
for  such  month  solely  because  the  pool 
distributing  plant (s)  to  which  it  made 
qualifying  shipments  did  not  meet  the 
route  distribution  requirements  with  re¬ 
spect  to  specified  overall  milk  receipts. 

Continued  pool  status  should  be  ac¬ 
corded  a  supply  plant  for  any  month  in 
which  it  failed  to  qualify  as  a  pool  plant 
if  (1)  its  failure  to  qualify  was  due  solely 
to  the  fact  that  the  distributing  plant(s) 
to  which  it  made  qualifying  shipments 
failed  to  meet  the  minimum  route  dis¬ 
tribution  requirements  with  respect  to  its 
overall  milk  receipts  (exclusive  of  re¬ 
ceipts  from  pool  distributing  plants 
under  an  agre^  upon  Class  11  or  Class 
m  classification) ;  and  (2)  it  was  a  pool 
supply  plant  on  the  basis  of  performance 
in  each  of  the  immediately  preceding 
three  months. 

Allowing  a  supply  plant  to  retain  pool 
status  for  one  month,  as  herein  provided, 
will  protect  the  “producer”  statxis  of  Its 
dairy  farmer  patrons  when  such  plant  In¬ 
advertently  fails  to  qualify  for  pooling 
solely  because  the  distributing  plant  it 
regularly  supplies  did  not  perform  as  ex¬ 
pected.  With  the  safeguards  here  pro¬ 
vided,  one  month's  continued  pool  status 
for  a  supply  plant  will  afford  reasonable 
protection  to  supply  plants  associated 
with  the  market  while  precluding  ex¬ 
ploitation  of  the  provision  by  other  sup¬ 
ply  plants. 

Two  cooperatives  excepted  to  providing 
one  month’s  continued  pool  status  for  a 
supply  plant  that  failed  to  qualify  for 
pooling  because  a  distributing  plant  to* 
which  it  shipped  failed  to  meet  the  spec¬ 
ified  performance  requirements.  The 
exceptors  claimed  that  two  months'  con¬ 
tinued  pooling  status  would  be  more 
appropriate  because  the  operator  of  a 
supply  plant  would  not  know  until  after 
the  end  of  the  month  whether  the  supply 
plant  shipments  to  distributing  plants 
would  qualify  for  pooling.  This  argument 
fails  to  recognize  that  a  supply  plant 
would  be  apprised  of  the  status  of  its 
shipments  to  all  distributing  plants  soon 
after  the  end  of  each  month,  l.e.,  not 
later  than  the  sixth  of  the  month  when 
handler  reports  are  required  to  be  filed 
with  the  market  administrator. 

For  the  reasons  stated  above,  the  one 
month’s  continued  pool  status  provides 
appropriate  recognition  to  the  interests 
of  producers  and  supply  plant  operators 
regularly  associated  with  the  market.  TO 
add  a  second  month  for  a  continuing  pool 
plant  status  for  a  supply  plant,  as  re¬ 
quested  by  exceptors,  is  not  necessary  or 
desirable  to  achieve  the  Intent  of  the 
regulation.  On  the  other  hand,  Its  adop¬ 


tion  would  be  contrary  to  the  intent  em¬ 
bodied  in  requiring  demonstration  of  a 
bona  fide  relationship  of  the  supply  plant 
with  the  fiuid  market. 

(b>  Designating  a  distributing  plant 
as  a  pool  plant  for  the  month  based  on 
its  performance  in  preceding  months.  A 
distributing  plant  that  failed  to  meet  the 
total  route  disposition  percentage  pool¬ 
ing  requirement  should  be  allowed  to  be  a 
pool  plant  for  the  month  if  it  met  such 
percentage  requirement  in  each  of  the 
immediately  preceding  three  months. 

To  qualify  as  a  pool  plant  for  the 
month,  at  least  15  percent  of  a  distribut¬ 
ing  plant’s  route  disposition  must  be  in 
the  marketing  area  and  its  total  monthly 
route  disposition  must  be  at  least  50  per¬ 
cent  (45  pjercent  in  March-August)  of 
spocifled  receipts.  A  distributing  plant 
that  failed  to  meet  the  total  route  dis¬ 
position  percentage  requirement  in  any 
month  may  nevertheless  be  pooled  for 
such  month  if  it  had  been  pooled  in  the 
preceding  month  by  virtue  of  having  met 
such  performance  requirements. 

A  federation  of  cooperatives  proposed 
to  allow  pool  plant  status  for  the  month 
for  a  plant  that  failed  to  meet  the  total 
route  disposition  percentage  requirement 
only  if  it  had  been  pooled  as  a  distribut¬ 
ing  plant  in  each  of  the  preceding  12 
months.  The  cooperatives  contended  the 
12-month  requirement  would  demon¬ 
strate  not  only  appropriate  market  as¬ 
sociation  of  the  distributing  plant  but 
also  would  prevent  a  handler  from  using 
the  provision  to  load  the  pxol  with  large 
quantities  of  milk  that  are  not  a  regular 
and  dependable  supply  for  the  market. 
Further,  they  contended  that  assurance 
to  dairy  farmers  that  their  milk  would 
be  pooled  in  a  month  in  which  the  plant 
to  which  their  milk  was  delivered  failed 
to  meet  the  performance  requirements 
was  appropriate  only  under  circum¬ 
stances  where  such  plant’s  failure  to  meet 
the  total  route  dlsp>osition  requirement 
for  px)ol  status  was  inadvertent.  This, 
they  held,  was  the  Intent  of  their  pro¬ 
posed  12-month  requirement. 

The  proposal  was  exposed  by  pnoprie- 
tary  handlers.  The  principal  basis  of  the 
opposition  was  that  the  present  provi¬ 
sion  is  needed  to  provide  their  producer 
patrons  assurance  of  pool  status  for  their 
milk  in  the  event  of  a  sudden  loss  of  Class 
I  sales,  plant  strikes,  fire,  or  other 
catastrophles  that  may  result  in  a  dis¬ 
tributing  plant’s  .unanticipated  failure 
to  qualify  for  pooling  in  any  given  month. 

One  opposing  handler,  who  operates  six 
distributing  plants  in  the  market,  stated 
that  only  through  the  present  provision 
had  he  been  able  to  keep  all  his  distrib¬ 
uting  plants  pooled.  He  pointed  out  that 
one  of  his  distributing  plants  produces 
cottage  cheese  and  other  Class  n  prod¬ 
ucts  for  his  other  distributing  plants  in 
Ohio.  By  assignment  of  particular  loads 
of  milk  to  different  plants  at  different 
times  he  was  able  to  keep  all  the  plants 
qualified  as  pool  distributing  plants.  A 
spokesman  for  this  handler  cited  two  in¬ 
stances  involving  loss  of  sales  contracts 
that  would  have  caused  plants  to  lose 
pool  status  If  the  provision  that  allows 


continued  pooling  for  one  month  had  not 
been  applicable. 

This  same  handler  suggested  that  if 
the  proposed  changes  were  adopted,  a 
proviso  should  be  added  to  provide  that 
all  distributing  plants  operated  by  a 
handler  be  considered  as  one  plant  for 
the  purpose  of  meeting  the  total  route 
disposition  porcentage  pooling  require¬ 
ment. 

A  proposed  provision  for  unit  pooling 
was  denied  in  the  1970  decision  that  re¬ 
sulted  in  the  merger  of  five  orders  into 
the  present  Ohio  Valley  order.  It  was 
denied  on  the  basis  that  such  a  provision 
accommodates  only  a  multiple  plant 
operation  and  does  not  give  recognition 
to  single  plant  fluid  milk  operations  that 
also  process  a  relatively  large  amount  of 
milk  for  other  uses. 

The  current  request  for  unit  pooling 
was  premised  on  adoption  of  the  pro¬ 
posal  to  require  a  12-month  period  of 
prior  performance  to  obtain  automatic 
pool  status  for  one  additional  month. 
That  proposal  is  not  adopted  in  this  de¬ 
cision.  Moreover,  this  record  contains  no 
showing  of  changed  market  conditions 
to  provide  a  basis  for  reversing  the  find¬ 
ings  in  the  1970  decision  denying  the 
proposal  for  imit  piooling. 

As  an  alternative  to  imit  pooling,  the 
multi-plant  handler  proposed  lowering 
the  total  route  disp>osition  percentage 
pooling  requirements  from  50  p}ercent  to 
45  percent  in  September-February,  and 
from  45  piercent  to  40  percent  in  March- 
August.  The  handler  contended  that  such 
action  is  warranted  because  of  the  de¬ 
cline  in  Class  I  sales. 

Aside  from  the  general  statement  that 
CHass  I  sales  in  the  market  had  declined, 
no  sp>eciflc  testimony  was  presented  to 
show  that  the  present  route  disposition 
requirements  are  inappropriate  and 
should  be  changed.  Therefore,  no  action 
Should  be  taken  on  proposals  advanced 
at  the  hearing  to  change  the  route  dis¬ 
position  percentage  requirements  for 
pooling  distributing  plants. 

Producers  should  have  protection 
against  unexpected  loss  of  pool  partici¬ 
pation  of  their  milk  because  a  distribut¬ 
ing  plant,  over  which  they  have  no  con¬ 
trol.  failed  to  qualify  as  a  pool  plant. 
The  present  provision,  which  allows  pool 
status  for  the  month  to  a  distributing 
plant  that  met  the  required  total  route 
disposition  percentage  the  preceding 
month,  provides  such  protection.  It  also 
allows  a  distributing  plant  operator 
flexibility  in  adjusting  his  operation  to 
meet  changing  market  situations  with¬ 
out  losing  pool  status  for  the  month. 

However,  the  present  provision  pro¬ 
vides  an  “open  door”  whereby  a  system 
of  distributing  plants  may  be  pooled  by 
adjusting  receipts  as  between  plants  to 
the  end  that  each  plant  individually 
meets  the  pooling  requirements  on  at 
least  an  every-other-month  basis.  This 
is  because  a  distributing  plant  may  be 
pooled  on  a  year-round  ba^  by  meeting 
the  total  route  disposition  percentage  re¬ 
quirement  for  pooling  every  other  month. 
In  other  months  the  plant  has  pool 
status  without  meeting  the  performance 
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standards  and  could  pool  additional 
quantities  of  milk  for  manufacturing 
uses.  Since  this  milk  would  share  in  the 
pooled  proceeds,  the  market’s  Class  I 
use  value  would  be  spread  over  a  larger 
volume  of  milk.  This  would  lower  the 
marketwide  “Mend”  price,  thus  diluting 
returns  to  those  producers  regularly 
supplying  milk  for  the  market’s  fluid 
needs. 

Exceptions  to  the  3-montb  prior  quali¬ 
fication  requirement  for  a  distributing 
plant  to  receive  continued  pool  plant 
status  for  one  month  reiterate  positions 
taken  at  the  hearing  and  in  briefs.  The 
sole  ba^  of  one  exceptor  was  a  state¬ 
ment  that  he  preferred  his  hearing  no¬ 
tice  proposal  that  would  allow  a  distrib¬ 
uting  plant  continued  pool  idant  status 
for  one  month  only  if  it  qualified  as  a 
pool  plant  in  the  preceding  12  nvonths. 
A  second  exceptor  to  the  3-month  prior 
qualification  requirement  preferred  in¬ 
stead  a  month’s  continued  pool  plant 
status  for  a  distributing  plant  that  met 
the  pooling  requirements  in  either  of  the 
2  preceding  months.  Such  a  m’ovlsion 
would  unwarrantedly  dilute  the  pooling 
requirements  that  are  tiie  basis  for  es¬ 
tablishing  a  distributing  plant’s  associa¬ 
tion  with  the  maiicet. 

The  cooperatives’  proposal  to  provide 
pool  status  for  the  month  to  a  distrib¬ 
uting  plant  based  on  its  route  disposi¬ 
tion  performance  in  the  preceding  12 
months  would  substantially  reduce  the 
level  of  protection  now  provided  pro¬ 
ducers.  Moreover,  substantial  changes  in 
operations  might  be  required  by  some 
handlers  in  order  to  maintain  pool  status 
for  their  plants. 

Allowing  a  distributing  plant  that 
failed  to  meet  the  total  route  disposi¬ 
tion  percentage  potting  requirement  to 
be  a  pool  plant  for  the  month  if  it  met 
that  requirement  in  each  of  the  three 
preceding  months,  as  adopted  in  this  de¬ 
cision,  is  a  reasonable  and  equitable  basis 
to  qualify  a  plant  for  pooling  under  cur¬ 
rent  conditions  in  the  Ohio  Valley  mar¬ 
ket.  As  such,  it  will  contribute  to  orderly 
marketing  by  providing  a  safeguard 
against  exploitation  of  the  order  by  pool¬ 
ing  milk  from  farms  that  are  not  a  regu¬ 
lar  part  of  the  market  supply  and  by 
protecting,  in  a  reasonable  manner,  pro¬ 
ducers  regularly  supplying  the  market 
from  losing  the  benefits  of  pooling  under 
the  order  because  of  the  unanticipated 
loss  of  pool  plant  status  by  the  plant  to 
which  their  milk  is  customarily  de¬ 
livered. 

In  the  absence  of  unit  pooling,  the  pro¬ 
vision  adopted  herein  for  continued  pool 
status  for  one  month  based  on  three 
months  prior  performance  is  applicable 
to  each  distributing  plant  operated  by  a 
multi-plant  handler.  With  present  pro¬ 
visions  for  diverting  milk  to  pool  plants, 
a  multi-plant  handler  should  continue  to 
have  short-term  pooling  flexibility  suf¬ 
ficient  to  maintain  pool  status  for  his 
plants  without  making  major  adjust¬ 
ments  in  his  total  operation. 

(c)  Automatic  pooling  in  March- 
August  for  a  supphf  plant  that  was  a  pool 
plant  in  preceding  Septernber-Febniary. 
A  supply  plant  that  was  a  pool  plant 
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throughout  the  preceding  September- 
F^>ruary  period  and  which  transferred 
at  least  50  peroKit  of  itc  monthly  re¬ 
ceipts  to  pool  distributing  i^ants  in  each 
month  of  the  period  should  be  accorded 
pool  plant  status  in  the  f(^wing 
March-August. 

Under  the  existing  order  provisions,  a 
supply  plant  may  qualify  as  a  pool  plant 
in  any  month  that  its  transfers  to  pool 
distributing  plants  plus  direct  route  dis¬ 
position  in  t^  marketing  area  is  at  least 
50  percent  of  its  receipts.  Automatic  pool¬ 
ing  is  provided  during  the  March-August 
period  for  any  supply  plant  that  was  a 
pool  plant  in  the  preceding  months  of 
September- February. 

A  pool  distributing  plant  by  definition 
is  also  a  supply  plant  in  any  month  in 
which  it  msdces  even  a  tokm  shipment  to 
another  pool  distributing  plant.  As  a 
supply  plant,  which  was  a  pool  plant  in 
each  of  the  months  of  Septeml^-Feb- 
ruary,  such  a  plant  in  fact  acquires  auto¬ 
matic  pool  plant  status  in  the  following 
March-August. 

Cooperatives  contended  that  the  auto¬ 
matic  pooling  thus  made  available  for 
pool  distributing  plants  was  inadvert¬ 
ently  provided  for  in  the  order,  and  is 
not  an  appropriate  basis  for  pooling  a 
distributing  plant.  They  urge  that  route 
dispositions  not  be  counted  for  the  pur¬ 
pose  of  determining  the  qtialification  of 
a  supply  plant  for  automatic  pooling 
status. 

Because  a  distributing  plant  typically 
serves  the  market  in  a  different  manner 
than  does  a  supply  plant  it  is  necessary 
that  they  be  accorded  different  treat¬ 
ment  in  determining  their  pooling  quali¬ 
fication.  The  pooling  qualifications  for  a 
distributing  plant  are  based  solely  on 
(1)  its  route  disposition  in  the  market¬ 
ing  area  relative  to  its  total  route  dis¬ 
position  and  (2)  the  total  route  disposi- 
ticm  from  the  plant  relative  to  its  re¬ 
ceipts. 

Since  Class  I  sales  in  the  market  are 
relatively  uniform  throughout  the  year, 
it  is  not  necessary  nor  appropriate  to 
provide  automatic  status  for  pooling  dis¬ 
tributing  plants  dxiring  the  flush  months. 
Except  under  the  special  circumstances 
her^nbefore  provided  for  continuing 
pooUng  status  for  a  distributing  plant 
for  one  month  if  it  fails  to  meet  the  mini¬ 
mum  route  disposition  requirements,  no 
further  accommodation  for  pooling  is 
appropriate.  A  plant  ^th  route  disposi¬ 
tion  of  less  thw  45  "percent  of  its  re¬ 
ceipts  during  the  flush  production 
months  cannot  be  considered  to  be  s;if- 
ficlently  associated  with  the  fluid  market 
to  merit  sharing  the  Class  I  proceeds  of 
the  total  market. 

A  supply  plant  serves  the  market  by 
making  its  milk  supply  available  when 
needed  to  meet  the  varying  demands  of 
pool  distributing  plants.  The  demand  for 
milk  from  supply  plants  is  greatest  in 
the  fall  and  winter  months  of  seasonally 
low  production.  Pool  distributing  idants* 
needs  for  milk  from  supply  plants  is  sub¬ 
stantially  diminished  and  may  be  non¬ 
existent  in  some  of  the  spring  and  sum¬ 
mer  months  of  seasonally  high  produc¬ 
tion. 


Providing  automatic  pool  status  in 
March-August  for  a  supply  plant  which 
qusdified  for  pooling  in  the  preceding 
September-February  by  its  shipments  to 
pool  distributing  plants  (1)  assiures  the 
dairy  farmers  who  have  established  their 
association  with  the  fluid  market  sup¬ 
plying  a  pool  supply  plant 'during  the 
short  season  that  the  milk  will  continue 
to  be  pooled  during  the  flush  and  (2) 
avoids  uneconomic  shipments  from  sup¬ 
ply  iHants  to  pool  distributing  plants  dur¬ 
ing  the  months  of  seasonally  high  pro¬ 
duction  solely  for  the  purpose  of  main¬ 
taining  pool  status. 

An  exception  to  the  above  findings  was 
filed  by  a  handler  who  had  not  been 
present  at  the  hearing.  He  alleged  that 
the  failure  to  include  route  disposition 
as  a  qualification  for  automatic  pooling 
of  a  supply  plant  during  the  flush  months 
would  make  it  nearly  impossible  for  him 
to  qualify  his  plant  as  a  pool  plant.  It  Is 
not  acgiarent  how  he  arrives  at  this  ocm- 
clusion.  Based  on  the  information  pro¬ 
vided  in  his  exception,  his  plant  seem¬ 
ingly  would  qualify  each  month  on  the 
basis  of  performance.  However,  as  pre¬ 
viously  stated,  loss  of  pooling  status  for 
any  supi^y  plant  as  a  result  of  the  modi¬ 
fications  provided  herein  would  demon¬ 
strate  an  insufficient  association  of  such 
plant  with  the  fluid  market  to  warrant  its 
sharing  In  the  higher  Class  I  proceeds. 
Such  loss  of  pooling  therefore  would  not 
be  inappropriate. 

(d)  Balancing  plant.  No  change  should 
be  made  in  the  shipping  requirem^ts  for 
pooling  the  “balancing  plant’’  of  a  co¬ 
operative.  However,  the  provision  for 
pooling  such  a  plant  should  be  modified 
to  require  that  the  plant  have  manufac¬ 
turing  facilities  and  actually  processes 
milk  during  the  month. 

A  plant  other  than  a  distributing  plant 
may  now  qualify  for  pooling  as  a  balsmc- 
Ing  plant  If  It  Is  operated  by  a  coopera¬ 
tive,  is  approved  by  a  duly  constituted 
health  authority  to  handle  milk  for 
fluid  consumption,  and  more  than  50 
percent  of  the  co(g>erative's  members’ 
producer  milk  was  received  sU:  pool  dis¬ 
tributing  plants  during  the  month,  either 
by  direct  delivery  from  the  producers’ 
farms  or  by  transfer  from  the  coopera¬ 
tive’s  plant.  Two  balancing  plants  cur¬ 
rently  qualify  as  pool  plants  under  the 
order. 

A  federation  of  cooperatives,  including 
the  two  cooperatives  whose  balancing 
plants  now  qualify  as  pool  plants,  pro¬ 
posed  changing  the  qualifications  for 
pooling  a  balancing  plant.  During  the 
months  of  Sept^uber  through  March, 
proponents  would  require  that  not  less 
than  65  percent  of  a  cooperative’s  mem¬ 
bers’  pn^ucer  milk  be  received  at  pool 
distributing  plants  either  by  direct  de¬ 
livery  from  producers’  farms  or  by  trans¬ 
fer  from  su^  cooperative’s  plant.  In  ad¬ 
dition.  these  cooperatives  proposed  that 
a  balancing  plant,  to  quaUfy  for  pooUng, 
be  required  to  have  combined  receipts 
from  and  sales  to  plants  regrflated  by  tlie 
Ohio  VaHey  order  that  are  greater  than 
the  sales  from  such  plant  to  aU  other 
plants. 
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Proponent  cooperatives  claimed  the 
more  rigid  standards  tor  pooling  a  bal¬ 
ancing  plant  that  they  proposed  are  de¬ 
sirable  and  necessary  to  avoid  possible 
dilution  of  the  pool  by  the  pooling  of 
plants  that  are  not  a  regular  part  ef  the 
market  supply. 

A  cooperative  that  qualified  a  plant  for 
pooling  as  a  balancing  plant  in  January 
and  February  1974  opposed  changing  the 
present  pooling  qualifications  for  a  bal¬ 
ancing  plant.  It  took  the  position  that 
the  proposed  changes  were  aimed  at 
making  it  more  difficult  to  qualify  its 
plant  tor  pooling  as  a  balancing  plant 
and  would  preclude  a  cooperative  that 
did  not  (merate  a  manufacturing  plant 
from  pooling  a  plant  other  than  a  dis¬ 
tributing  plant. 

Balancing  plants  traditionally  oper¬ 
ated  by  cooperatives  in  this  market  pro¬ 
vide  the  means  whereby  proprietary 
plant  operators  may  adjust  their  receipts 
each  day  to  fit  their  bottling  needs  and 
at  the  same  time  have  assurance  that 
milk  not  accepted  will  be  available  for 
fluid  use  as  ne^ed.  A  bottling  plant  that 
receives  milk  by  direct  delivery  from  the 
farms  of  designated  producer  members 
of  a  cooperative  may  accept  .a  part  or 
none  of  such  deliveries  on  any  day.  The 
total  deliveries  of  such  producers  on  the 
days  the  bottling  plant  is  not  operated, 
and.  the  amount  in  excess  of  its  Class  I 
needs  on  other  days,  may  be  received  at 
the  cooperative’s  manufacturing  (i.e., 
balancing)  plant.  Providing  pool  status 
for  the  balancing  plant  enhances  mar¬ 
ket  stability  and  efficiency  and  imple¬ 
ments  the  pooling  of  the  milk  which  is 
regularly  and  substantially  associated 
with  the  market. 

The  requirement  that  a  cooperative 
that  operates  a  balancing  plant  must 
have  supplied  to  pool  plants  of  other 
handlers  more  than  half  its  members’ 
producer  milk  pooled  during  the  month 
insures  that  the  cooperative’s  pooled 
milk  is  substantially  associated  with  the 
fluid  market.  Any  limitation  on  the  quan¬ 
tity  of  milk  that  a  balancing  plant  may 
dispose  of  to  plants  outside  the  market, 
witoout  losing  its  status  as  a  pool  plant, 
as  suggested  by  proponents,  would  tend 
to  reduce  the  flexibility  of  marketing  in¬ 
herent  in  the  operation  of  balancing 
plants  for  the  OMo  Valley  market  and 
could  severely  restrict  the  ability  of  the 
cooperatives  to  market  the  reserve  milk 
supply  in  the  most  remunerative  outlets. 

The  outlets  for  the  reserve  milk  sup¬ 
plies  handled  at  balancing  plants  fre¬ 
quently  may  be  plants  outside  the  mar¬ 
ket.  Consequently,  to  require  that  a  plant 
that  otherwise  qualified  as  a  balancing 
plant  must  have  combined  receipts  from 
'and  sales  to  plants  regulated  by  the  Ohio 
Valley  order  that  are  greater  than  sales 
to  other  plants  in  the  same  month  could 
unnecessarily  restrict  the  operations  of 
a  balancing  plant  and  adversely  affect 
the  econmnle  handling  of  the  market’s 
reserve  supplies. 

Although  proponent  cooperatives  pro¬ 
posed  mcreasing  the  quantity  of  member 
producer  milk  that  must  be  received  at 
pool  distributing  plants  of  other  han¬ 
dlers  during  the  m<mth  (either  by  direct 


delivery  from  producers’  farms  or  as 
transfers  from  a  cooperative’s  plant) 
from  50  percent  to  65  percent  to  qualify 
the  balancing  plant  as  a  pool  plant  in 
September-March,  it  was  not  showm  that 
the  proposed  change  would  achieve  any 
purpose  not  now  realized  by  the  50  per¬ 
cent  requiiement.  As  indicated  above, 
under  current  conditions  in  the  Ohio 
Valley  market,  if  more  than  half  the 
producer  milk  of  a  cooperative  is  utilized 
at  pool  plants  of  other  handlers,  an  as¬ 
sociation  with  the  market  has  been  rea¬ 
sonably  established  and  an  appropriate 
safeguard  is  thereby  provided  against 
pooling  imder  the  order  of  cooperative 
plants  .that  are  not  an  integral  part  of 
the  market. 

A  major  concern  of  proponent  coopera¬ 
tives  was  that  a  balancing  plant  oper¬ 
ated  by  a  cooperative  should  perform  a 
discernible  service  to  the  market  in  which 
it  is  pooled.  Evidence  of  a  discernible 
service  to  the  market  can  be  most  appro¬ 
priately  manifested,  under  the  conditions 
existing  in  this  market,  through  a  re¬ 
quirement  that  a  cooperative  operated 
plant,  as  a  condition  of  pooling  as  a  bal¬ 
ancing  plant  must  have  manufactiulng 
facilities  which  are  actively  operated 
during  the  month  processing  fluid  milk 
products  into  a  manufactiued  milk  prod- 
uct(s) . 

A  plant  without  processing  facilities 
cannot  service  the  market  in  a  meaning¬ 
ful  way  except  in  the  role  of  a  supply 
plant.  A  plant  without  processing  facili¬ 
ties  accordingly  should  be  required  to 
meet  the  shipping  requirements  for  pool¬ 
ing  as  a  supply  plant. 

An  exception  to  the  recommended  pro¬ 
visions  for  determining  pool  status  of  a 
cooperatve’s  balancing  plant  alleged  that 
there  is  no  adequate  basis  of  merit  for 
the  provision. 

Another  exception  suggested  that  in 
the  short  production  season,  because  of 
increased  supplemental  needs  by  bottling 
plants,  a  balancing  plant  might  not  have 
milk  available  for  maufacturing. 

If  there  is  no  manufactming  required 
during  the  month  because  the  coopera¬ 
tive’s  milk  is  needed  for  fluid  use,  it  is 
apparent  that  either  the  plant  could  rea¬ 
sonably  qualify  for  pooling  as  a  supply 
plant  or  there  in  fact  is  no  need  for  pool¬ 
ing  status  because  there  is  no  milk  to  be 
pooled  through  the  plant.  There  does  re¬ 
main,  however,  the  possibility  that  with¬ 
out  some  quantitative  measure  the  intent 
of  the  modification  of  the  pooling  provi¬ 
sions  could  be  voided  by  token  processing, 
in  a  hand  chum  tor  example.  To  avoid 
this  ’’result,  the  standards  for  pooling  a 
co<H>erative  ’’balancing  plant”  should  be 
further  modified  to  provide  that  the 
quantity  of  fluid  milk  products  iised  dur¬ 
ing  the  month  in  manufacture  at  such 
plant  shall  not  be  less  than  one  percent 
of  the  total  producer  milk  of  members  of 
such  cooperative  for  the  month.  Under 
the  conditions  existing  in  this  market,  it 
is  not  reasonable  to  expect  that  a  coop¬ 
erative  manufacturing  plant  would  op¬ 
erate  during  the  month  on  any  lesser 
volume. 

(e)  Deletion  of  the  pool  plant  provi¬ 
sion  applicable  only  to  Ohio  State  Uni¬ 


versity.  ’The  provision  that  allows  a  dis¬ 
tributing  plant  with  route  disposition 
only  on  the  campus  of  the  Ohio  State 
Uhiversity  at  Coliunbus,  Ohio,  to  qualify 
as  a  pool  plant  for  the  months  other 
than  January,  February,  October,  and 
November,  wdthout  meeting  the  total 
route  disposition  percentage  requirement, 
should  be  removed  from  the  order. 

A  proposal  to  delete  the  provision, 
which  no  longer  has  any  application  in 
the  Ohio  Valley  market,  was  submitted 
by  a  federation  of  cooperatives  and  was 
not  opposed.  There  is  not,  at  this  time, 
any  plant  operating  under  the  limited 
disposition  requirement  specified  in  the 
provision. 

Deletion  of  the  provision  will  not  ad¬ 
versely  affect  any  handler  now  regulated. 
Moreover,  it  is  not  considered  likely  that 
any  operation  such  as  that  covered  by 
the  provision  will  be  established  In  the 
foreseeable  future. 

2.  Diversion  of  producer  milk.  The 
present  diversion  privileges  which  limit 
the  amount  of  an  individual  producer’s 
milk  that  may  be  diverted  to  nonpool 
plants  during  the  months  of  Septem¬ 
ber  through  February  should  be  modified 
to  provide  an  alternative  percentage 
standard  applicable  to  both  cooperative 
and  nonmember  milk.  In  any  month 
of  September-February  a  cooperative 
should  be  permitted  to  divert  to  non¬ 
pool  plants  a  quantity  of  milk  not  ex¬ 
ceeding  40  percent  of  the  aggregate 
amount  of  producer  milk  it  caused  to  be 
delivered  to  pool  plants.  Similarly,  a 
proprietary  pool  handler  should  be  per¬ 
mitted  to  divert  to  nonpool  plants  up 
to  40  percent  of  producer  milk  (exclu¬ 
sive  of  that  received  from  producers 
whose  milk  a  cooperative  is  diverting  on 
a  percentage  basis)  physically  received 
at  his  pool  plant  during  such  month. 
’The  diversion  privilege,  now  applicable 
only  to  milk  associated  with  pool  dis¬ 
tributing  plants,  should  be  extended  to 
include  milk  associated  with  pool  supply 
plants. 

The  present  provision  limiting  a  pro¬ 
ducer’s  production  that  may  be  diverted 
to  nonpool  plants  during  the  months  of 
September  through  February  to  not 
more  than  his  production  physically  re¬ 
ceived  at  pool  plants  should  be  continued 
as  an  alternative  to  the  percentage  limi¬ 
tation  adopted  above.  In  March-August, 
diversion  of  a  producer’s  milk  to  a  non¬ 
pool  plant  is  limited  only  by  the  two 
days’  production  that  must  be  delivered 
to  a  pool  plant  in  any  month  to  qualify 
the  remainder  of  his  production  for 
diversion. 

’The  modifications  of  the  existing  di¬ 
version  provisions  adopted  herein  were 
proposed  by  handlers  who  claimed  that 
under  present  order  provisions  they  are 
often  forced  into  uneconomic  handling, 
especially  when  the  plants  cannot  ac¬ 
commodate  the  milk  of  all  producers 
regularly  supplying  such  plants.  They 
held  that  adoption  of  their  proposals 
would  implement  handling  efficiency  by 
eliminating  the  unnecessary  receipt  and 
transfer  of  reserve  milk  disposed  of  for 
manufacturing  uses. 
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Most,  if  not  all,  supply  plants  cur¬ 
rently  pooled  under  the  Ohio  Valley  or¬ 
der  maintain  manufacturing  operations, 
which  are  used  in  handling  the  market’s 
reserve  milk.  However,  when  production 
of  such  a  plant’s  regiilar  producers  ex¬ 
ceeds  its  processhig  capacity,  the  excess 
production  can  be  pooled  only  by  first 
receiving  it  into  the  plant  and  subse¬ 
quently  transferring  it  to  another  plant 
for  manufacture.  Under  such  condi¬ 
tions.  particularly  during  periods  of  sea¬ 
sonally  high  production,  supply  plants 
may  have  no  less  need  for  diversion 
privileges  to  nonpool  plants  than  do  pool 
distributing  plants.  Such  need  is  ap¬ 
propriately  met  by  providing  for  diver¬ 
sion  of  producer  milk  from  supply  plants 
to  nonpool  plants. 

Diversion  provisions  are  intended  to 
implement  the  efficient  handling  of  that 
producer  milk  not  needed  in  the  market 
for  Class  I  uses,  such  as  on  weekends, 
holidays,  and  during  periods  of  season¬ 
ally  high  production.  Such  milk  can  be 
most  economically  handled  by  direct 
shipment  from  the  farm  to  nearby 
manufacturing  plants.  The  greatest  ef¬ 
ficiency  in  this  regard  is  achieved  by  di¬ 
verting  milk  from  farms  of  producers 
nearest  the  manufacturing  plants.  ’This 
can  be  accomplished  most  practicably 
if  the  diversion  is  in  terms  of  a  percent¬ 
age  of  the  aggregate  quantity  of  milk 
delivered  to  pool  plants. 

Under  the  present  diversion  provi¬ 
sions,  which  limit  the  amount  of  individ¬ 
ual  producers’  milk  that  may  be  di¬ 
vert^  in  the  months  of  September- 
Pebruary,  handlers  cannot  always  divert 
milk  of  producers  in  the  most  efficient 
manner.  The  adoption  of  alternative 
percent  diversion  standards  will  imple¬ 
ment  continued  diversion  of  that  milk 
less  favorably  situated  with  respect  to 
the  central  market  and  to  that  end  will 
enhance  marketing  efficiency  while  at 
the  same  time  maintaining  the  integrity 
of  the  pooling  provisions.  In  the  aggre¬ 
gate,  the  percentage  diversion  limit 
herein  adopted  will  not  increase  the 
amount  of  milk  which  may  be  diverted  in 
September-February.  In  fact,  a  greater 
quantity  of  milk  could  be  diverted  under 
the  present  50  percent  limitation  on  indi¬ 
vidual  producers’  milk  in  these  months. 

An  exception  to  allowing  a  supply 
plant  to  divert  producer  milk  to  nonpool 
plants  stated  “There  is  no  need  for  diver¬ 
sion  from  a  supply  plant  and  there  was 
no  showing  of  need."  This  is  contrary  to 
the  unrefuted  record  evidence  of  a  supply 
plant  operator  that  there  are  times  when 
his  supply  plant  cannot  handle  the  pro¬ 
duction  of  all  producers  normally  as¬ 
sociated  with  the  plant.  At  such  times, 
according  to  proponent,  diversion  to 
another  plant  Is  the  most  feasible  and 
economical  means  of  marketing  the  re¬ 
serve  supplies  of  milk  of  a  supply  plant’s 
producers. 

3.  Classification  provisions — (a)  Egg- 
nog.  The  product  “eggnog”  should  be 
added  to  the  list  of  named  products  for 
which  a  Class  n  classification  applies. 
Eggnog  is  presently  accounted  for  as  a 
-  Class  I  disposition. 


A  producer  proposal  to  remove  eggnog 
from  Class  I  was  unopposed  at  the  hear¬ 
ing  and  was  strongly  suppm’ted  by 
handlers. 

Eggnog  is  a  small-vtdume  seasonal 
item  that  is  produced  and  sold  almost 
entirely  in  November  and  December.  In 
1973,  when  more  than  99  percent  of  egg¬ 
nog  sales  for  the  year  were  in  these  two 
months,  their  aggregate  sales  accounted 
for  less  than  0.2  percent  of  total  Class  I 
fiuid  milk  product  sales  in  the  market. 
Thus,  its  removal  from  Class  I  will  have 
a  minimal  effect  on  producer  returns. 

Proponents  initially  proposed  a  Class 
ni  classification  for  eggnog.  However, 
they  testified  at  the  hearing  that  its  in¬ 
clusion  in  Class  n  might  be  more  ap¬ 
propriate  since  eggnog  is  in  Class  II  in 
most  Federal  orders. 

With  eggnog  in  Class  I,  Ohio  Valley 
order  handlers  are  at  a  competitive  dis¬ 
advantage  with  competing  handlers 
regulated  under  other  nearby  Fed«^ 
orders.  Under  the  present  provision  a 
major  handler  in  the  market  has  found 
it  economically  feasible  to  package  egg¬ 
nog  at  his  regulated  plants  imder  the 
Indiana  and  Southern  Michigan  orders, 
respectively,  (where  eggnog  is  Class  II) 
for  distribution  in  the  Ohio  Valley  mar¬ 
ket.  OUier  competing  handlers  in  the 
market  do  not  have  the  same  flexibility 
of  (H>eration  and  accordingly  are  disad¬ 
vantaged  because  of  their  higher  product 
cost. 

Removing  eggnog  from  the  “fluid 
milk  product"  definition  and  designating 
it  as  a  Class  n  item,  as  provided  in  this 
decision,  will  allow  Order  33  handlers 
to  compete  for  eggnog  sales  on  a  more 
equitable  bsisis  with  each  other  and 
with  handlers  regulated  under  adjacent 
orders. 

(b)  Mttk  shake  mixes.  ’ITie  classifica¬ 
tion  of  skim  milk  and  bul-erfat  in  milk 
shake  mixes  should  be  determined  on  the 
basis  of  total  solids  content  of  the  prod¬ 
uct.  A  Class  I  classification  should  apply 
to  milk  shake  mixes  containing  less 
Uian  20  percent  total  solids.  Conversely, 
milk  shake  mixes  with  20  percent  or  more 
total  solids  should  be  Class  m. 

Milk  shake  mixes  containing  less  than 
15  percent  total  milk  solids  are  now 
Class  I  and  those  with  15  percent  or  more 
total  milk  solids  are  Class  HI. 

The  federation  of  cooperatives  pro¬ 
posing  the  change  from  “15  percent  total 
milk  solids"  to  “20  percent  total  solids" 
indicated  a  need  to  provide  a  more  ap¬ 
propriate  standard  for  determining 
classification  of  milk  shake  mixes.  (’Die 
20  percent  total  solids  standard  now  ap¬ 
plies  for  determining  classification  of 
milk  shake  mixes  In  most  Federal  or¬ 
ders.)  They  contended  that  total  solids 
content  of  milk  shake  mixes  can  readily 
be  established  through  a  simple  labora¬ 
tory  analysis  whereas  the  determina¬ 
tion  of  total  milk  solids  content  requires 
extensive  testing  procedures  to  separate 
the  milk  and  nonmilk  solids  components. 
Proprietary  handlers  concurred  and 
there  was  no  opposition  to  the  proposal. 

Handlers  testified  that  the  present  15 
percent  or  more  total  milk  solids  basis 


for  determining  a  Clqss  HI  classification 
of  milk  shake  mixes  requires  use  of  a  mix 
formula  utilizing  more  costly  ingredients 
than  needed  to  meet  the  20  percent  total 
solids  standard.  Competitors  regiilated 
under  surrounding  orders  which  provide 
standards  different  from  the  15  percent 
milk  solids  standard  are  able  to  use  a  less 
costly  mix  formulation,  th^eby  gaining 
an  advantage  in  competing  for  sales  of 
milk  shake  mixes  in  the  Ohio  Valley 
marketing  area. 

Under  the  Indiana  and  Southern 
Michigan  orders  milk  shake  mixes  con¬ 
taining  less  than  20  percent  total  solids 
are  Class  I.  Handlers  regulated  imder 
these  and  other  orders  compete  with 
Ohio  Valley  handlers  for  milk  shake 
mix  sales. 

Adoption  herein  of  20  percent  total 
solids  as  a  minimum  requirement  for 
Class  HI  classification  of  milk  shake 
mixes  in  the  Ohio  Valley  order  will  pro¬ 
vide  a  more  equitable  basis  for  Ohio 
Valley  handlers  to  compete  for  milk 
shake  mix  sales  with  handlers  regulated 
under  other  orders. 

(c)  Direct  allocation  of  nonfluid  other 
source  milk  to  Class  II  utilization.  The 
order  should  permit  the  direct  allocation 
to  Class  n  of  other  source  milk  received 
in  a  form  other  than  a  fiuid  milk  prod¬ 
uct  (e.g.,  nonfat  dry  milk  and  condensed 
milk  or  skim  milk)  or  bulk  cream  and 
used  to  produce,  or  added  to.  Class  H 
products, 

A  handler  who  proposed  the  change 
contended  there  is  no  basis  for  protect¬ 
ing  the  local  dairy  farmer  against  the 
use  of  nonfat  dry  milk  solids  and  con¬ 
densed  milk  or  skim  milk  in  Clsiss  H 
products  since  such  products  are  more 
costly  than  producer  milk.  Proponent 
stated  that  handlers  rely  principally  on 
producers  for  their  Class  H  needs  and 
obtain  supplies  from  other  sources  only 
when  producer  milk  is  not  available  for 
Class  n  uses. 

The  major  use  of  other  source  milk  in 
Class  n  products  is  the  addition  of  non¬ 
fat  dry  milk  to  cream  products  and  to 
skim  milk  used  for  cottage  cheese  man¬ 
ufacture,  When  supplies  of  producer  milk 
are  short,  handlers  also  may  reconsti¬ 
tute  nonfat  dry  milk  for  cottage  cheese 
production.  Condensed  milk  or  con¬ 
densed  skim  milk  may  be  similarly  used. 

Nonfat  dry  milk  has  certain  process¬ 
ing  advantages  for  handlers.  It  can  be 
added  readily  to  milk  or  milk  products 
to  increase  the  nonfat  milk  solids  con¬ 
tent.  Its  storability  enables  handlers  to 
have  a  concentrated  form  of  nonfat  milk 
solids  on  hand  at  all  times  for  emergency 
use. 

Since  handlers  can  generally  exp>ect  to 
pay  more  for  nonfiuid  milk  products  than 
the  cost  of  produced  milk  for  Class  II 
uses,  there  is  no  likelihood  that  they  will 
restrict  their  use  of  producer  milk  for 
making  cottage  cheese  when  such  milk 
is  available.  Allowing  the  direct  allo¬ 
cation  of  nonfiuid  other  source  milk  to 
CHass  n,  as  adopted  herein,  is  compati¬ 
ble  with  the  procedure  followed  in  Fed¬ 
eral  orders  generally  and  will  tend  to 
promote  greater  equity  in  competition 
with  handlers  In  adjacent  msuicets. 
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An  exception  alleged  that  direct  allo- 
csdion  of  nonfluid  milk  to  Class  n  utili¬ 
zation  provides  an  incentive  for  handlers 
to  substitute  nonfat  solids  for  producer 
tnnif  in  Class  II  uses. 

There  is  no  need  to  reserve  Class  n 
uses  for  local  producers.  The  establish¬ 
ment  of  such  use  class  merely  recognized 
that  some  additional  value  attaches  to 
producer  milk  used  by  regulated  handlers 
in  such  class.  Pricing  this  milk  at  a  level 
above  the  Class  in  price  serves  to  reduce 
the  burden  on  the  Class  I  price  of  at¬ 
tracting  a  supplying  of  prodiicer  milk  for 
the  Class  I  market.  It  is  not  intended, 
however,  that  producer  returns  be  en¬ 
hanced  for  the  purpose  of  also  attracting 
a  full  supply  of  producer  milk  for 
handlers’  Class  n  uses. 

As  long  as  the  Class  n  price  for  pro¬ 
ducer  milk  remains  in  proper  relation¬ 
ship  with  the  cost  of  alternative  supplies, 
there  is  no  cost  advantage  to  handlers  in 
using  other  source  milk  in  preference  to 
producer  milk.  In  this  regard,  the  record 
substantiates  that  handlers  do  in  fact 
prefer  to  have  producer  milk  for  Class  n 
uses  and  that  it  is  generally  to  their 
ecmiomlc  advantages  to  use  it. 

(d)  Classification  of  packaged  fluid 
milk  products  in  end~of-month  invent 
tory.  Packaged  fluid  milk  products  on 
hand  at  the  end  of  the  month  should  be 
Class  m.  Such  products  in  ending  in¬ 
ventory  are  now  Class  I  while  ending  in¬ 
ventories  of  bulk  fluid  milk  products  are 
Class  UL 

The  handler  who  proposed  the  change 
claimed  that  it  would  simplify  applica¬ 
tion  of  the  order  without  essentially  af¬ 
fecting  actual  returns  to  producers.  He 
stated  further  that,  since  the  milk  would 
be  priced  in  the  month  when  it  is  actu¬ 
ally  disiiosed  of  as  Class  I,  a  more  appro¬ 
priate  treatment  of  packaged  fluid  milk 
products  in  ending  inventory  is  achieved. 
There  was  no  opposition  to  the  proposal. 

Whenever  the  Class  I  milk  price 
changes  from  month-to-month,  it  is  now 
necessary  to  adjust  the  Class  I  price  value 
of  the  preceding  month’s  ending  inven¬ 
tory  of  packaged  fluid  milk  products  to 
reflect  the  current  month’s  Class  I  price 
in  computing  each  handler’s  pool  obliga¬ 
tion.  Proponent  testified  that  this  proce¬ 
dure,  which  he  ctmtended  is  unnecessar¬ 
ily  involved  and  tends  to  cause  confu¬ 
sion,  would  be  eliminated  if  his  proposal 
were  adopted. 

As  proposed,  and  adopted  herein,  end¬ 
ing  inventory  of  padded  fluid  milk 
products  would  be  dasslfled  as  Class  m 
and  would  be  allocated  at  the  same  time 
as  inventory  al  bulk  fluid  milk  products 
to  the  lowest  available  use  class  in  the 
following  month.  Any  mUk  so  assigned 
to  Class  I  would  be  subject  to  an  appro¬ 
priate  charge  to  the  handler  to  reflect 
the  chsmged  dasslfleation. 

Adopting  the  proposal  will  eliminate 
the  necessity  of  making  adjustments  to 
reflect  month-to-month  Class  I  price 
differences  when  computing  hangers’ 
pool  obligations  and  will  provide  title 
same  dasslfleation  of  month-end  inven¬ 
tories  of  packaged  fluid  milk  products 
zxm  provided  in  most  Federal  orders. 
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For  the  first  month  that  this  provi¬ 
sion  is  effective,  beginning  inventories  of 
packaged  fluid  milk  products  should  be 
allocated  to  Class  III  to  the  extent  pos¬ 
sible.  Since  such  inventories  will  have 
been  priced  at  the  previous  month’s  Class 
I  price,  handlers  should  receive  a  credit 
on  such  packaged  Inventories  equal  to  the 
difference  between  the  preceding  month’s 
Class  I  and  Class  III  prices.  If  a  higher 
classification  results  through  the  allo¬ 
cation  procedure,  the  appropriate  reclas¬ 
sification  charge  would  apply. 

(e)  Definition  of  fluid  cream  product. 
A  proposed  “fluid  cream  product”  deflni- 
tion  offered  during  the  hearing  should 
not  be  adopted. 

The  fluid  cream  product  deflnition  pro¬ 
posed  is  identical  to  that  incorporate  in 
most  Federal  milk  orders  when  the  clas- 
sifleation  amendments  were  adopted  in 
1974. 

Although  proponent  handler  Indicated 
it  wotild  be  desirable  to  change  the  clas¬ 
sification  provisions  of  the  order  inci¬ 
dental  to  incorporating  a  fluid  cream 
product  deflnition  in  the  order,  his  testi¬ 
mony  in  support  of  the  propo^  related 
essentially  only  to  simplifying  order  ref¬ 
erences  to  cream  items. 

Producers  opposed  adoption  of  the  pro¬ 
posed  deflnition.  They  contended  that  the 
proponent  handler  was  attempting  to 
change  the  classification  provisions  of 
the  order  without  submitting  for  inclu¬ 
sion  in  the  hearing  notice  a  specifle  pro¬ 
posal  to  that  effect. 

Testimony  presented  at  the  hearing 
provided  no  basis  for  the  associated 
changes  that  would  be  required  in  clas¬ 
sification  provisions  through  adoption  of 
the  proposed  fluid  cream  product  deflni¬ 
tion.  Accordingly,  no  amendatory  action 
in  this  regard  would  be  appropriate  on 
the  basis  of  this  record. 

4.  Adoption  of  a  single  butterfat  dif¬ 
ferential.  A  single  butterfat  differentisil, 
11.5  percent  of  the  Chicago  butter  price 
for  the  current  month,  should  be  used 
to  adjust  the  class  prices  and  the  uniform 
price. 

Presently,  the  order  provides  for  three 
different  butterfat  differentials.  That 
for  Class  I  is  12  percent  of  the  Chicago 
butter  price  for  the  preceding  month;  for 
Class  n  and  Class  m.  it  is  11.5  percent  of 
the  Chicago  butter  price  for  the  current 
month.  The  butterfat  differential  used 
in  adjusting  the  uniform  price  is  the 
average  of  the  butterfat  differentials  for 
the  three  classes,  weighted  by  the  propor¬ 
tion  of  producer  milk  in  each  class. 

A  federation  of  cooperatives  proposed 
that  the  Class  I  butterfat  differential  be 
reduced  from  12  percent  of  the  butter 
price  for  the  preceding  month  to  11.5 
percent  of  the  butter  price  for  the  cur¬ 
rent  month.  In  proposing  a  lower  Class  I 
butterfat  differential,  the  cooperatives 
contended  that  the  values  now  assigned 
to  butterfat  and  skim  milk  in  Class  I 
products  do  not  reflect  the  current  mar¬ 
ket  values  of  these  components  of  milk. 

Handler  opposition  to  the  proposal  was 
limited  to  the  slight  increase  in  dass  I 
milk  costs  that  could  result  from  lower¬ 
ing  the  Class  I  butterfat  differential. 
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Indicative  of  the  declining  proportion 
of  butterfat  in  Class  I  sales  is  the  con¬ 
tinuous  decline  in  the  average  test  of 
fluid  milk  products  sold  in  the  Federal 
order  marketing  areas.  In  1966,  the  av¬ 
erage  butterfat  test  in  66  Federal  order 
markets  for  such  sales  was  3.53  percent.' 
This  percentage  declined  yearly,  and  in 
1973,  the  latest  full  year  for  which  data 
are  available,  the  comparable  average 
butterfat  test  for  57  markets  was  3.11 
percent.  On  a  percentage  basis,  the  aver¬ 
age  butterfat  content  in  these  fluid  milk 
products  declined  12  percent  from  1966  to 
1973.  It  can  reasonably  be  expected  that 
the  decline  at  a  comparable  rate  will  con¬ 
tinue  in  the  several  years  immediately 
ahead. 

The  declining  average  butterfat  con¬ 
tent  of  packaged  fluid  milk  product  sales 
in  the  Ohio  Valley  order  has  been  simi¬ 
lar  to  the  national  trend.  In  1966,  the 
average  butterfat  content  of  Class  I  sales 
in  the  five  markets  that  were  merged  in 
1970  to  form  the  Ohio  Valley  marketing 
area  was  3.45  percent.*  The  comparable 
average  test  for  1973  was  3.14  percent,  a 
decline  of  9  percent.  The  increasing  de¬ 
mand  for  Class  I  products  of  lower  but¬ 
terfat  content  can  be  expected  to  result 
in  a  continuing  decline  in  the  average 
butterfat  content  of  Class  I  sales  under 
the  order.  Adopting  the  same  butterfat 
differential  for  Class  I  milk  as  for  other 
classes,  as  provided  in  this  decision,  gives 
recognition  to  a  lower  market  value  of 
butterfat  in  the  fluid  milk  products  in 
Class  I. 

While  the  butterfat  content  in  pro¬ 
ducer  milk  is  relatively  close  to  the  av¬ 
erage  butterfat  content  of  whole  milk 
sold  as  Class  I,  it  is  now  nmnlng  sub¬ 
stantially  above  the  average  test  of  all 
Class  I  milk.  This  is  because  fluid  skim 
milk  and  lowfat  milk  items  have  become 
an  Increasing  pnHwrtlon  of  Class  I  sales 
at  the  expense  of  whole  milk. 

During  1973,  when  the  butterfat  in 
Class  I  packaged  fluid  milk  product  sales 
averaged  3.01  percent,  producer  milk 
deliveries  averaged  3.71  percent  butter¬ 
fat. 

The  order  price  for  Class  I  milk  of  3.01 
percent  butterfat  sold  by  handlers  dur¬ 
ing  1973  averaged  $7,218.  This  is  com¬ 
puted  by  subtracting  41.3  cents  (4.9 
points  of  butterfat  at  8.4  craits  per  point) 
from  the  average  1973  Class  I  price  of 
$7.63  for  3.5  percent  milk.  At  the  lower 
butterfat  differential  adopted  in  this  de¬ 
cision,  the  adjustment  in  butterfat  for 
such  period  would  have  been  39.2  cents 
(4.9  points  of  butterfat  at  8.0  cents  per 
point).  This  would  have  resulted  in  an 
average  price  of  $7,238  for  such  milk  sold 
in  Class  I,  2.0  cents  more  than  the  actual 
Class  I  price  ($7,218)  under  the  order  for 
milk  of  3.01  percent  butterfat  sold  in 
Class  I  in  1973. 


*  Official  notice  la  taken  of  the  January 
1973  Summary  of  Federal  MUk  Order  Sta¬ 
tistics  (Issued  by  the  Dairy  Dlvlalon,  AMS, 
USDA). 

‘Official  notice  Is  tak«i  of  the  Annual 
Summary  for  1967,  Federal  Order  Statistics, 
Statistical  BuUetin  No.  436  (issued  by  the 
Dairy  Division,  CAMS,  USDA) . 
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As  indicated  above,  only  the  Class  I 
butterfat  differential  is  based  on  the  but¬ 
ter  price  for  the  preceding  month.  That 
quotation  no  longer  would  be  used  for 
pricing  imder  the  order  in  the  current 
month.  The  differential  adopted  in  this 
decision  would  be  based  on  the  butter 
price  for  the  current  month,  which  is 
now  used  for  computing  the  Class  II  and 
Class  m  butterfat  differentials. 

Because  there  is  little  change  from 
month  to  month  in  the  Chicago  butter 
price,  it  is  unnecessary  to  provide  for 
average  monthly  butter  quotations  for 
both  the  current  month  and  the  preced¬ 
ing  month  for  computing  butterfat  dif¬ 
ferentials  applicable  in  the  same  month. 
Providing  for  the  use  of  one  average 
monthly  butterfat  quotation,  that  for  the 
current  month,  as  proposed  at  the  hear¬ 
ing  and  here  adopted,  will  simplify  appli¬ 
cation  of  the  order’s  provisions. 

Since  a  single  butterfat  differential 
will  apply  to  all  classes  of  milk,  such  dif¬ 
ferential  will  determine  the  value  of  all 
butterfat  in  producer  milk.  If  the  differ¬ 
ential  is  the  same  for  each  class,  as 
proposed  herein,  the  provisions  for 
weighting  the  values  of  butterfat  by 
classes  become  unnecessary  and  the  same 
butterfat  differential  will  be  used  for  ad¬ 
justing  the  producer’s  uniform  price. 

Rulings  on  Proposed  Findings  and 
Conclusions 

Briefs  and  proposed  findings  and  con¬ 
clusions  were  filed  on  behalf  of  certain 
Interested  parties.  These  briefs,  proposed 
findings  and  conclusions  and  the  evi¬ 
dence  In  the  record  were  considered  in 
making  the  findings  and  conclusions  set 
forth  above.  To  the  extent  that  the  sug¬ 
gested  findings  and  conclusions  filed  by 
Interested  parties  are  Inconsistent  wltii 
the  findings  and  conclusions  set  forth 
herein,  the  requests  to  make  such  find¬ 
ings  or  reach  such  conclusions  are  denied 
for  the  reasons  previously  stated  In  this 
decision. 

General  Findings 

The  findings  and  determinations  here¬ 
inafter  set  forth  are  supplementary  and 
in  addition  to  the  findings  and  determi¬ 
nations  previously  made  in  connection 
with  the  issuance  of  the  aforesaid  order 
and  of  the  previously  issued  amendments 
thereto;  and  all  of  said  previous  findings 
and  determinations  are  hereby  ratified 
and  affirmed,  except  Insofar  as  such  find¬ 
ings  and  determinations  may  be  in  ccm- 
fiict  with  the  findings  and  determina¬ 
tions  set  forth  herein. 

(a)  The  tentative  marketing  agree¬ 
ment  and  the  order,  as  hereby  proposed 
to  be  amended,  and  all  of  the  terms  and 
conditions  thereof,  will  tend  to  effectuate 
the  declared  policy  of  the  Act; 

(b)  The  parity  prices  of  milk  as  deter¬ 
mined  pursuant  to  section  2  of  the  Act 
are  not  reasonable  in  view  of  the  price 
of  feeds,  available  supplies  of  feeds,  and 
other  economic  conditlcms  which  affect 
maii^et  supply  and  demand  for  milk  In 
the  marketing  area,  and  the  minitniim 
prices  specified  In  the  tentative  market¬ 
ing  agreement  and  the  order,  as  hereby 
proposed  to  be  amended,  as  such  prices 


as  win  reflect  the  aforesaid  factors,  in¬ 
sure  a  sufficient  quantity  of  pure  and 
wholesome  milk,  and  be  in  the  public 
Interest;  and 

(c)  The  tentative  marketing  agree¬ 
ment  and  the  order,  as  hereby  proposed 
to  be  amended,  will  regulate  the  handling 
of  milk  in  the  same  manner  as,  and  wUl 
be  applicable  only  to  persons  in  the  re- 
sp>ectlve  classes  of  Industrial  and  com¬ 
mercial  activity  specified  in,  a  marketing 
agreement  upon  which  a  hearing  has 
been  held. 

Rulings  on  Exceptions 

In  arriving  at  the  findings  and  conclu¬ 
sions.  and  the  regulatory  provisions  of 
this  decision,  each  of  the  exceptions  re¬ 
ceived  was  carefully  and  fully  considered 
in  conjunction  with  the  record  evidence. 
To  the  extent  that  the  findings  and  con- 
cliisions,  and  the  regrulatory  provisions 
of  this  decision  are  at  variance  with  any 
of  the  exceptions,  such  exceptions  are 
hereby  overniled  for  the  reasons  previ¬ 
ously  stated  in  this  decision. 

Marketing  Agreement  and  Order 

Annexed  hereto  and  made  a  part  here¬ 
of  are  two  documents,  a  MARKETINO 
AGREEMENT  regulating  the  handling 
of  milk,  and  an  ORDER  amending  the 
order  regulating  the  handling  of  milk 
in  the  Ohio  Valley  marketing  area  which 
have  been  decided  upon  as  the  detailed 
and  appropriate  means  of  effectuating 
the  foregoing  conclusions. 

It  is  hereby  ordered.  That  this  entire 
decision,  except  the  attached  market¬ 
ing  agreement,  be  published  in  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register.  'Die  regulatory  provisions 
of  the  marketing  agreement  are  identical 
with  those  contained  in  the  order  as 
hereby  proposed  to  be  amended  by  the 
attached  order  which  is  published  with 
this  decision. 

Determination  of  Producer  Approval 
AND  Representative  Period 

April  1975  is  hereby  determined  to  be 
the  representative  period  for  the  purpose 
of  ascertaining  whether  the  Issuance  of 
the  order,  as  amended  and  as  hereby  pro¬ 
posed  to  be  amended,  regulating  the 
handling  of  milk  In  the  Ohio  Valley  mar¬ 
keting  area  Is  approved  or  favored  by 
producers,  as  defined  under  the  terms  of 
the  order  (as  amended  and  as  hereby 
proposed  to  be  amended),  who  during 
such  representative  period  were  engaged 
In  the  production  of  milk  for  sale  within 
the  aforesaid  marketing  area. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  on  May  SO, 
1975. 

Richard  L.  Feltner, 
Assistant  Secretary. 

Order '  amending  the  order,  regulating 
the  handling  of  milk  in  the  Ohio  Valley 
marketing  area. 

« - 

*ThU  order  shall  not  become  effective 
unless  and  imtU  the  requirements  of  I  900.14 
of  the  rules  of  practice  and  procedure  govern¬ 
ing  proceedings  to  formulate  marketing 
agreements  and  marketing  orders  have  been 
met. 


FINDINGS  AND  DETERMINATIONS 

The  findings  and  determinations  here¬ 
inafter  set  forth  are  supplementary  and 
in  addition  to  the  findings  and  deter¬ 
minations  previously  made  in  connection 
with  the  issuance  of  the  aforesaid  order 
and  of  the  previously  Issued  amendments 
thereto;  and  all  of  said  previous  findings 
and  determinations  are  hereby  ratified 
and  affirmed,  except  insofar  as  such  find¬ 
ings  and  determinations  may  be  in  con¬ 
flict  with  the  findings  and  determinations 
set  forth  herein. 

(a)  Findings.  A  public  hearing  was 
held  upon  certain  proposed  amendments 
to  the  tentative  marketing  agreement 
and  to  the  order  regulating  the  handling 
of  milk  in  the  Ohio  Valley  marketing 
area.  The  hearing  was  held  pursuant  to 
the  provisions  of  the  Agricultural  Mar¬ 
keting  Agreement  Act  of  1937,  as 
amended  (7  U.S.C.  601  et  seq.) ,  and  the 
applicable  rules  of  practice  and  procedure 
(7  CFR  Part  900). 

Upon  the  basis  of  the  evidence  in¬ 
troduced  at  such  hearing  and  the  record 
thereof,  it  is  found  that: 

( 1 )  The  said  order  as  hereby  amended, 
and  all  of  the  terms  and  conditions 
thereof,  will  tend  to  effectuate  the  de¬ 
clared  policy  of  the  Act; 

(2)  The  parity  prices  of  milk,  as  de¬ 
termined  pursuant  to  section  2  of  the 
Act,  are  not  reasonable  In  view  of  the 
price  of  feeds,  available  supplies  of  feeds, 
and  other  economic  conditions  which 
affect  market  supply  and  demand  for 
milk  in  the  said  marketing  area,  and  the 
minimum  prices  specified  in  the  order  as 
hereby  amended,  are  such  prices  as  will 
reflect  the  aforesaid  factors,  insure  a 
sufficient  quantity  of  pure  and  wholesome 
milk,  and  be  In  the  public  Interest;  and 

(3)  The  said  order  as  hereby  amended 
regulates  the  handling  of  milk  in  the 
same  manner  as,  and  Is  applicable  only 
to  persons  in  the  respective  classes  of  In¬ 
dustrial  or  commercial  activity  specified 
in,  a  marketing  agreement  upon  which  a 
hearing  has  been  held. 

Order  relative  to  handling.  It  Is  there¬ 
fore  ordered  that  on  and  after  the  effec¬ 
tive  date  hereof  the  handling  of  milk  in 
the  Ohio  Valley  marketing  area  shall  be 
In  conformity  to  and  in  compliance  with 
the  terms  and  conditions  of  the  order,  as 
amended,  and  as  hereby  amended,  as 
follows: 

The  provisions  of  the  proposed  market¬ 
ing  agreement  and  order  amending  the 
order  contained  In  the  recommended  de¬ 
cision  Issued  by  the  Deputy  Administra¬ 
tor,  Regulatory  Programs,  on  March  27, 
1975,  and  published  in  the  Federal  Reg¬ 
ister  on  April  2, 1975  (40  FR  14769)  shall 
be  and  are  the  terms  and  provisions  of 
this  order,  amending  the  order,  and  are 
set  forth  in  full  herein,  subject  to  the 
following  modifications  in  (S  1033.12, 
1033.57,  and  1033.71. 

1.  Section  1033.7  is  revised  as  follows: 
§  1033.7  Fluid  milk  product. 

"Fluid  milk  product"  means  the  f<d- 
lowlng  products  or  mixtures  in  either 
fluid  or  frozen  form,  including  such  prod- 
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ucts  or  mixtures  that  are  flavored,  cul¬ 
tured,  modifled  (with  added  nonfat  milk 
solids),  concentrated,  or  reconstituted: 
Milk,  skim  milk,  lowfat  milk,  milk  drinks, 
buttermilk,  filled  milk,  milk  shake  mixes 
containing  less  than  20  percent  total  sol¬ 
ids,  and  mixtures  of  cream  and  milk  or 
skim  milk  containing  less  than  10.5  per¬ 
cent  butterfat.  The  term  “fluid  milk 
product”  shall  not  Include  eggnog,  yo¬ 
gurt,  frozen  desserts,  frozen  de.ssert 
mixes,  dietary  products  and  infant  for¬ 
mulas  in  hermetically  sealed  metal  or 
glass  containers,  evaporated  or  con¬ 
densed  milk  or  skim  milk  in  plain  or 
sweetened  form,  and  any  product  con¬ 
taining  6  percent  or  more  nonmilk  fat 
(or  oil) . 

2.  In  §  1033.12,  paragraph  (a)  (2)  (ill) 
is  deleted  and  paragraph  (a)  (2)  (i)  and 
(11)  and  paragraphs  (b)  and  (c)  are  re¬ 
vised  as  foUows: 

§  1033.12  Pool  plant. 

•  •  «  «  • 

(&)••* 

(2)  •  *  * 

(I)  Both  such  route  disposition  and  re¬ 
ceipts  shall  be  exclusive  of  filled  milk  and 
of  packaged  fluid  milk  products  received 
from  other  plants  if  priced  as  Class  I 
milk  under  this  or  any  other  Federal 
order;  and 

(II)  A  distributing  plant  that  does  not 
meet  such  percentage  requirement  in  the 
current  month  shall  not  be  disqualified 
under  this  subparagraph  as  a  pool  plant 
if  such  percentage  was  met  in  each  of 
the  three  Immediately  preceding  months. 

(b)  A  supply  plant  that  receives  milk 
approved  for  fluid  consumption  by  a  duly 
constituted  health  authority  and  from 
which  during  the  month  50  percent  or 
more  of  the  receipts  at  such  plant  from 
dairy  farmers  (Including  producer  milk 
diverted  from  the  plant  but  excluding 
milk  received  as  diverted  mik)  and  from 
handlers  described  in  S  1033.16(c)  is 
transferred  as  fluid  milk  products,  ex¬ 
cept  filled  milk,  to  a  pool  distributing 
plant(s)  meeting  the  percentage  disposi¬ 
tion  requirements  specified  in  paragraph 
(a)  (2)  of  this  section  with  respect  to  such 
distributing  plant’s  total  receipts  of  fluid 
milk  products  that  are  approved  by  a 
duly  constituted  health  authority  for 
fluid  consumption  (including  milk  di¬ 
verted  from  such  distributing  plant  by 
the  plant  operator  or  a  cooperative  as¬ 
sociation  but  excluding  bulk  fluid  milk 
products  received  by  transfer  or  diver¬ 
sion  from  pool  distributing  plants  as 
Clsiss  n  or  ^ass  in  milk)  or  is  disposed 
of  from  the  supply  plant  as'route  dispo¬ 
sition  in  the  marketing  area,  subject  to 
the  following  conditions: 

(1)  A  plant  that  qualified  as  a  pool 
plant  under  this  paragraph  in  each  of 
the  immediately  preceding  three  months 
shall  not  lose  such  status  for  the  month 
if  the  pool  distributing  plant(s)  to  which 
it  transferred  fluid  milk  products  dur¬ 
ing  the  month  failed  to  meet  the  per¬ 
centage  disposition  requirements  speci¬ 
fied  in  paragraph  (a)  (2)  of  this  section 
with  respect  to  such  distributing  plant’s 
total  receipts  of  fluid  milk  products  that 


are  approved  by  a  duly  constituted  health 
authority  for  fluid  consumption  (includ¬ 
ing  milk  diverted  from  such  distributing 
plant  by  the  plant  operator  or  a  coopera¬ 
tive  association  but  excluding  bulk  fluid 
milk  products  received  by  transfer  or 
diversion  from  pool  distributing  plants 
as  Class  n  or  Class  m  milk) ;  and 

(2)  A  plant  that  qualified  as  a  pool 
plant  under  this  paragraph  during  each 
of  the  preceding  months  of  September 
through  February  on  the  basis  of  its 
transfers  of  fluid  milk  products  to  p<x)l 
distributing  plants  shall  continue  to  be 
a  pool  plant  for  each  of  the  months  of 
March  through  August,  unless: 

(i)  The  milk  received  at  the  plant  is 
not  approved  by  a  duly  constituted 
health  authority  for  fluid  consumption; 
or 

(li)  ’The  plant  operator  files  with  the 
market  administrator  prior  to  any  such 
month  a  written  request  that  the  plant 
be  designated  a  nonpool  plant.  Such  non¬ 
pool  status  shall  be  effective,  beginning 
with  the  first  month  following  such 
notice,  until  the  plant  qualifies  as  a  pool 
plant  under  this  paragraph  on  the  basis 
of  its  transfers  to  a  pool  distributing 
plant(s) . 

(c)  A  dairy  product  manufacturing 
plant  operated  by  a  cooperative  associa¬ 
tion  at  which  fluid  milk  products  ap¬ 
proved  by  a  duly  constituted  health  au¬ 
thority  lor  fluid  consumption  are  used  to 
produce  a  manufactured  dairy  prod- 
uct(s),  subject  to  the  following  condi¬ 
tions  : 

(1)  During  the  month  50  percent  or 
more  of  the  producer  milk  of  members 
of  the  cooperative  association  is  de¬ 
livered  directly  from  their  farms  to  pool 
distributing  plants  or  is  transferred  to 
such  plants  as  bulk  fluid  milk  products 
from  the  plant  of  the  cooperative  as¬ 
sociation; 

(2)  *1110  quantity  of  fluid  milk  products 
used  to  produce  a  manufactured  dairy 
product  in  such  plant  during  the  month 
is  one  percent  or  more  of  the  producer 
milk  of  members  of  the  cooperative  as¬ 
sociation;  and 

(3)  If  the  cooperative  association  flies 
with  the  market  administrator  prior  to 
any  month  a  written  request  for  non¬ 
pool  status  for  such  plant,  it  shall  be  a 
nonpool  plant  for  such  month  and  for 
each  of  the  following  11  months  in  which 
it  does  not  qualify  as  a  pool  plant  under 
paragraph  (b)  of  this  section  on  the 
basis  of  its  transfers  to  a  pool  distribut¬ 
ing  plant  (s). 

3.  In  $  1033.15,  paragraphs  (a)  (3),  (b), 
and  (d)  are  revised  as  follows; 

§  1033.15  Producer  milk. 

•  •  •  •  • 

(a)  •  *  * 

(3)  Diverted  for  the  handler’s  account 
from  a  pool  distributing  plant  to  another 
pool  plant,  or  from  a  po<d  distributing 
plant  or  a  pool  supply  plant  to  a  nonpool 
plant  that  is  not  a  producer-handler 
plant,  subject  to  the  further  conditions 
set  forth  in  paragraph  (d)  of  this  sec¬ 
tion;  and 


(b)  With  respect  to  a  handler  de¬ 
scribed  in  S  1033.16(b),  diverted  for  such 
handler’s  account  from  the  pool  dis¬ 
tributing  plant  of  another  handler  to  a 
pool  plant,  or  from  the  pool  distributing 
plant  or  a  pool  supply  plant  of  another 
handler  to  a  nonpool  plant  that  is  not  a 
producer-handler  plant,  subject  to  the 
further  conditions  set  forth  in  paragraph 

(d)  of  this  section;  and 

•  •  •  «  * 

(d)  The  following  conditions  shall  ap¬ 
ply  to  milk  of  a  producer  diverted  from 
a  distributing  pool  plant  to  another  pool 
plant,  or  from  a  pool  distributing  plant 
or  a  pool  supply  plant  to  a  nonpool  plant 
that  is  not  a  producer-handler  plant: 

(1)  Not  lass  toan  two  days’  produc¬ 
tion  of  the  producer  must  be  physically 
received  during  the  month  at  such  pool 
plant; 

(2)  In  any  month  of  September 
through  February,  the  quantity  of  milk 
diverted  to  a  nonpool  plant  shall  be 
limited  to  the  amounts  specified  in  para¬ 
graph  (d)(2)  (i)  and  'll)  of  this  section : 

(1)  'The  operator  of  a  pool  plant  may 
divert  the  milk  of  any  producer  (except 
a  producer  for  whom  a  cooperative  as¬ 
sociation  is  diverting  milk  under  the  per¬ 
centage  limit  of  paragraph  (d)  (2)  (11)  of 
this  section)  for  not  more  days  of  pro¬ 
duction  than  it  was  physically  received  at 
the  diverting  pool  plant  from  such  pro¬ 
ducer  or  he  may  divert  an  aggregate 
quantity  of  milk  not  exceeding  40  per¬ 
cent  of  the  milk  of  all  such  producers 
that  was  physically  received  at  the  di¬ 
verting  pool  plant  during  the  month;  and 

(li)  A  cooperative  association  may 
divert  the  milk  of  any  producer  (that 
it  caused  to  be  delivered  to  pool  plants 
during  the  month)  for  not  more  days  of 
production  than  it  was  physically  re¬ 
ceived  at  pool  plants  or  it  may  divert  an 
aggregate  quantity  not  exceeding  40  per¬ 
cent  of  the  milk  of  all  such  producers 
that  it  caused  to  be  delivered  to  pool 
plants  during  the  month : 

(3)  When  milk  is  diverted  in  excess  of 
the  limit  by  a  handler  who  elects  to 
divert  on  the  basis  of  days-of-produc- 
tlon,  only  that  milk  which  was  received 
at  a  pool  plant  or  which  was  diverted  to 
a  nonpool  plant  for  not -more  days  of 
production  that  it  was  physically  re¬ 
ceived  at  a  pool  plant  shall  be  producer 
milk; 

(4)  When  milk  is  diverted  in  excess  of 
the  percentage  limit  by  a  handler  who 
elects  to  divert  on  a  percentage  basis, 
eligibility  as  producer  milk  would  be  for¬ 
feited  on  a  quantity  of  milk  equal  to  such 
excess.  If  the  handler  falls  to  designate 
such  dairy  farmers  whose  milk  is  in¬ 
eligible,  producer  milk  status  shall  be  for¬ 
feited  with  respect  to  all  milk  diverted 
to  nonpool  plants  by  such  handler; 

(5)  Diveitod  milk  shall  be  priced  at 
the  location  of  the  plant  to  which  the 
milk  is  diverted:  and 

(6)  Milk  diverted  to  another  order 
plant  would  be  producer  milk  only  if  a 
Class  n  or  Cflass  III  classification  is  des¬ 
ignated  for  such  milk  pursuant  to  the 
provisions  of  another  order  Issued  pur¬ 
suant  to  the  Act,  and  such  milk  is  not 
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subject  to  the  pricing  and  pooling  ihx>- 
visions  of  the  other  order. 

4.  In  f  1033.16,  paragraph  (b)  Is  re¬ 
vised  as  follows: 

§  1033.16  Handler. 

*  •  •  *  • 

(b>  Any  cooperative  association  wiUi 
i^pect  to  producer  milk  which  it  causes 
to  be  diverted  for  its  account  from  a  pool 
distributing  plant  of  another  person  to 
a  pool  plant,  or  from  a  pool  distributing 
plant  or  a  pool  supply  plant  of  another 
person  to  a  nonpool  plant  that  is  not  a 

producer-handler  plant; 

•  •  •  •  • 

5.  In  5  1033.27,  paragraph  (k)  is  re¬ 
vised  as  follows: 

§  1033.27  Dutii's. 

•  •  •  *  • 

<k)  Publicly  announce  on  or  before: 

(1)  The  5th  day  of  -;ach  month; 

(1)  The  Class  I  price  for  the  following 
month; 

(U)  The  Class  n  and  Clsiss  ni  prices 
for  the  preceding  month;  and 

(iii)-  The  butterfat  differential  for  the 
preceding  month;  and 

(2)  The  12th  day  of  each  month,  the 
uniform  price  for  the  preceding  month; 

•  «  *  •  • 

6.  In  §  1033.41,  paragraphs  (a),  (b)  (1) 
and  (c)  (1)  and  (3)  are  revised  as 
follows: 

§  1033.41  Class  of  utilization. 

•  •  *  •  • 

(a)  Class  I  milk.  Class  I  milk  shall  be 
all  skim  milk  and  butterfat: 

(1)  Di^Msed  of  in  the  form  of  a  fluid 
milk  product,  except  as  provided  in  para¬ 
graphs  (b)  and  (c)  of  this  section.  Any 
fluid  milk  product  that  is  modified  by  the 
addition  of  nonfat  milk  solids  shall  be 
Class  I  milk  in  an  amount  equal  only  to 
the  weight  of  an  equal  volume  of  an 
luimodified  product  of  the  same  nature 
and  butterfat  content;  and 

(2)  Not  accoimted  for  as  Class  II  or 
Class  m  milk. 

(b)  •  •  • 

(1)  Disposed  of  as  fluid  cream  (in¬ 
cluding  aerated  cream  and  sterilized 
cream) ,  eggnog,  or  as  mixtures  of  cream 
and  milk  or  skim  milk  containing  10.5 
percent  or  more  butterfat: 

•  •  •  •  • 

(c)  •  •  • 

(1)  Skim  milk  and  butterfat  used  to 
produce  butter,  nonfat  dry  milk,  dry 
whole  milk,  dry  whey,  dry  buttermilk, 
casein,  cheese  (except  cottage  cheese  and 
cottage  cheese  curd) .  frozen  cream,  milk 
shake  mixes  containing  20  percent  or 
more  total  solids,  frozen  desserts,  frozen 
dessert  mixes,  dietary  products  and  in¬ 
fant  formulas  in  hermetically  sealed 
metal  or  glass  containers,  evaporated  or 
condensed  milk  or  skim  milk  in  plain 
or  sweetened  form,  and  any  product 
emitaining  six  percent  or  m(M%  nonmilk 
fat  (or  oil) : 

•  •  *  •  • 


<S>  Skim  milk  and  butterfat  in  in¬ 
ventory  of  fluid  milk  products  and  bulk 
cream  at  the  end  of  the  month; 

•  •  •  •  * 

7.  In  $  1033.46,  paragraph  (a)  (4)  is 
deleted,  paragraph  (a)  (5)  is  renumbered 

(а)  (4),  a  new  paragraph  (a)  (5)  is  added 
to  read  as  follows,  and  paragraphs  (a) 

(б)  (1)  and  (a)  (9)  are  revised  as  follows: 

§  1033.'46  Allocation  of  skim  milk  and 
butterfat  classified. 
***** 

(а)  •  *  * 

(5)  Subtract  from  the  remaining 
pounds  of  skim  milk  in  Class  n  the 
pounds  of  skim  milk  in  other  source  milk 
(except  that  received  in  the  form  of  a 
fluid  milk  product  or  a  product  described 
ing  S  1033.41(b)(1))  that  is  used  to 
produce,  or  added  to,  any  product  speci¬ 
fied  in  §  1033.41(b),  but  not  in  excess  of 
the  pounds  of  skim  milk  remaining  in 
Class  n; 

(б)  •  •  • 

(1)  Other  source  milk  in  a  form  other 
than  that  of  a  fluid  milk  product  or  bulk 
cream  that  was  not  subtracted  pursuant 
to  paragraph  (a)(5)  of  this  section; 

***** 

(9)  Subtract  from  the  pounds  of  skim 
milk  remaining  in  each  class,  in  series 
beginning  with  Clsiss  lU,  the  pounds  of 
skim  milk  in  inventory  of  fluid  milk  prod¬ 
ucts  and  bulk  cream  at  the  beginning  of 
the  month; 

***** 

8.  In  §  1033.51,  the  introductory  para¬ 
graph  is  revised  as  follows: 

§  1033.51  Oass  prices. 

Subject  to  the  provisions  of  §  1033.53, 
the  class  prices  i>er  hundredweight  for 
the  month  shall  be  as  follows: 

***** 

§  1033.52  [Revoked] 

9.  Section  1033.52  is  revoked. 

10.  In  S  1033.57,  paragraph  (a)  (2)  (i) 
is  revised  as  follows: 

§  1033.57  Obligation  of  handler  oper¬ 
ating  a  partially  regulated  distribut¬ 
ing  plant. 

***** 

(a)  *  •  • 

(2)  *  •  • 

(i)  The  gross  payments  made  by  such 
handler  for  bottling  grade  milk  (adjusted 
to  a  3.5  percent  butterfat  basis  pursuant 
to  §  1033.73)  received  during  the  month 
from  dairy  farmers  at  such  plant  and  like 
payments  made  by  the  operator  of  a  sup¬ 
ply  plant (s)  included  in  the  computa¬ 
tions  pursuant  to  subparagraph  (1)  of 
this  paragraph;  and 

***** 

11.  In  S  1033.60,  paragraph  (d)  is  re¬ 
voked,  and  paragraphs  (b)  and  (e)  are 
revised  as  follows: 

§  1033.60  Computation  of  the  net  pool 
obligation  of  each  handler. 

•  •  •  •  * 

(b)  Add  the  amounts  obtained  from 
multiplying  the  pounds  of  overage  de¬ 


ducted  from  each  class  pursuant  to 
§  1033.46(a)  (14)  and  the  correspionding 
step  of  §  1033.46(b)  by  the  applicable 
class  price,  as  adjusted  by  the  butterfat 
differential  specified  in  §  1033.73; 
***** 

(e)  For  the  first  month  that  this  para¬ 
graph  is  effective,  subtract  the  amount 
obtained  from  multiplying  the  difference 
between  the  applicable  Class  I  and  Class 
ni  prices  for  the  preceding  month  by  the 
hundredweight  of  skim  milk  and  butter¬ 
fat  in  any  fluid  milk  product  that  was  in 
the  plant’s  inventory  at  the  end  of  the 
preceding  month  and  classified  as  Cflass 

I  milk. 

***** 

§  1033.61  [Amended] 

12.  In  §  1033.61,  paragraph  (b)  is  re¬ 
voked. 

13.  In  §  1033.71,  the  Introductory  text 
in  paragraph  (b)  is  revised  as  follows; 

§  1033.71  Payments  to  the  produeer- 
sottlenirnt  fund. 

***** 

(b)  On  or  before  the  14th  day  after 
the  end  of  the  month,  each  handler  shall 
pay  to  the  market  administrator  the 
value  of  such  handler’s  milk  pursuant 
to  §  1033.60(a)  adjusted  by  the  butterfat 
differential  specified  in  §  1033.73  plus  the 
amounts  computed  pursuant  to  S  1033.60 
(b)  through  (g),less: 

***** 

14.  Section  1033.73  is  revised  as  fol¬ 
lows: 

§  1033.73  Butterfat  differential. 

For  milk  containing  more  or  less  than 
3.5  p>ercent  butterfat,  the  uniform  price 
shall  be  increased  or  decreased,  respiec- 
tlvely,  for  each  one-tenth  percent  butter¬ 
fat  variation  from  3.5  p>ercent  at  a  rate 
determined  by  multiplying  the  Chicago 
butter  price  for  the  month  by  0.115. 

United  States  Department  of  Acrtcvltuee 
AcRicin.TURE  Marketing  Service 

marketing  agreement  SEGT7I.ATmc  THE  HAN¬ 
DLING  OF  MILK  IN  THE  OHIO  VALLEY  MARKET¬ 
ING  AREA 

The  parties  hereto.  In  order  to  effectnate 
the  declared  policy  of  the  Act,  and  In  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  rvdes  of  practice  and  pro¬ 
cedure  effective  thereunder  (7  CFR  Part 
900).  desire  to  enter  Into  this  marketing 
agreement  and  do  hereby  agree  that  the 
provisions  referred  to  In  paragraph  T  hereof 
as  augmented  by  the  provisions  specified  In 
paragraph  n  hereof,  shall  be  and  are  the 
provisions  of  this  marketing  agreement  as 
If  set  out  In  fan  herein. 

I.  'The  findings  and  determinations,  order 
relative  to  handling,  and  the  provisions  of 

II  1033.1  to  1038.77,  all  Inclusive,  of  the 
order  regulating  the  handling  of  milk  In  the 
Ohio  Valley  marketing  area  which  is  an¬ 
nexed  hereto;  and 

n.  The  foUowlng  provisions; 

I  1033.78  Record  of  milk  handled  and  au¬ 
thorization  to  correct  typographical  errors. 

(a)  Record  of  milk  handled.  The  under¬ 
signed  certifies  that  he  handled  during  the 
month  of  AprU  1976, - hundred¬ 

weight  of  milk  covered  by  this  marketing 
agreement. 
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(b)  Authorization  to  correct  typographical 
errors.  The  underslgne<l  hereby  authorizes 
the  Director,  or  Acting  Director,  Dairy  Divi¬ 
sion,  C!onsumer  and  Marketing  Service,  to 
correct  any  typographical  errors  which  may 
have  been  made  in  this  marketing  agreement. 

{  1033.79  Effective  date.  This  marketing 
agreement  shall  becmne  effective  upon  the 
execution  of  a  counterpart  hereof  by  the  Sec¬ 
retary  in  accordance  with  t  900.14(a)  of  the 
aforesaid  rules  of  practice  and  procedure. 

In  witness  whereof.  The  contracting  han¬ 
dlers,  acting  under  the  provisions  of  the  Act, 
for  the  purposes  and  subject  to  the  limita¬ 
tions  herein  contained  and  not  otherwise, 
have  hereunto  set  their  respective  hands  and 
seals. 


(Signature) 

(SEAL]  By _ 

(Name)  (Title) 


(Address) 

Attest.—' _ 

Date _ 

IPB  Doc.76-14729  PUed  6-4-76:8:46  am] 

Animal  and  Plant  Health  Inspection  Service 
[9  CFR  Parts  112, 113] 

VIRUSES,  SERUMS,  TOXINS,  AND 
ANALOGOUS  PRODUCTS 

Notice  of  Proposed  Rulemaking 

Notice  Is  hereby  given  In  accordance 
with  the  provisions  contained  in  section 
553  of  Title  5,  United  States  Code,  that 
It  Is  proposed  to  amend  certain  of  the 
regulations  relating  to  viruses,  serums, 
toxins,  and  analogous  products  in  Part 
112  and  Part  113  of  Title  9,  Code  of  Fed¬ 
eral  Regulations  issued  pursuant  to  the 
provisions  of  the  Virus-Serum-Toxln  Act 
of  March  4, 1913  (21  U.S.C.  151-158) . 

A  review  of  data  developed  from  the 
use  of  Wart  Vaccine  In  cattle  shows  It 
to  be  effective  only  as  a  prophylactic. 
Recommendation  for  use  as  a  treatment 
Is  not  8uin>orted  by  data  available  at 
this  time. 

These  amendments  would  limit  the 
label  recommendations  to  the  use  of  this 
vaccine  as  a  prophylactic.  Since  all  ex¬ 
periments  have  bi^  conducted  In  cattle, 
these  amendments  would  also  limit  Its 
use  to  these  animals. 

Hie  reference  In  §  113.126(d)  (2)  to 
the  label  requirements  In  S  112.7  has 
been  reworded  for  clarification.  Each 
word  in  the  heading  of  !  113.126  is  to  be 
capitalised. 

The  Department  proposes  that  label 
changes  necessitated  by  these  amend¬ 
ments  should  be  made  by  all  licensees  at 
their  next  printing  of  labels  to  which 
these  changes  would  apply  following  the 
effective  date  of  these  proposed  amend¬ 
ments,  but  In  all  cases  not  later  than 
January  1, 1976. 

This  will  allow  a  reasonable  time  to  use 
any  existing  supply  of  labels,  and  compli¬ 
ance  with  these  amendments  will  not  re¬ 
quire  any  special  preparation  on  the  part 
of  persons  subject  thereto  which  cannot 
be  completed  on  or  before  the  effective 
date  thereof. 

1.  fi  112.7(1)  Is  revised  to  read: 

8  112.7  Special  additional  requirements. 
•  •  •  •  • 

(1)  In  the  case  of  wart  vaccine,  recom¬ 
mendations  shall  be  limited  to  use  in 
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cattle  for  prophylactic  vaccination.  Indi¬ 
cations  for  use  shall  be  for  prophylactic 
tise  only,  as  an  aid  in  the  control  of  viral 
papillomas  (warts)  In  cattle.  All  labels 
shall  Include  a  dosage  recommendation 
of  at  least  10  ml  to  be  given  subcutane¬ 
ously  and  the  dose  repeated  In  3  to  5 
weeks 

2.  §  113.126(d)  (2)  Is  revised  to  read: 

§  113.126  Wart  Vaccine,  Killed  Virus. 

«  •  «  •  * 

(d)  •  *  * 

(2)  The  vaccine  shall  be  limited  to  use 
in  the  prevention  of  warts  in  cattle.  La¬ 
beling  recommendations  shall  be  In  ac¬ 
cordance  with  S  112.7(1). 

Interested  parties  are  invited  to  submit 
written  data,  views,  or  arguments  re¬ 
garding  the  proposed  regulations  to  Dep¬ 
uty  Administrator.  Veterinary  Services, 
Animal  and  Plant  Health  Inspection 
Service,  U.S.  Department  of  Agrlcultmre, 
Room  828-A,  Federal  Building,  Hyatts- 
vllle,  Maryland  20782.  All  comments  re¬ 
ceived  on  or  before  July  8,  1975,  will  be 
considered. 

All  written  submissions  made  pursuant 
to  this  notice  will  be  made  available  for 
public  inspection  at  such  times  and 
places  and  in  a  manner  convenient  to 
the  public  business.  (7  CFR  1.27  (b)). 

Done  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  30th 
day  of  May,  1975. 

M.  A.  Mixson, 

Acting  Deputy  Administrator, 
Veterinary  Services,  Animal 
and  Plant  Health  Inspection 
Service. 
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[9  CFR  Part  113] 

VIRUSES,  SERUMS,  TOXINS,  AND 
ANALOGOUS  PRODUCTS 

Potency  Tests 

Notice  Is  hereby  given  in  accordance 
with  the  provisions  contained  In  section 
553  of  TiUe  5,  United  States  Code,  that 
It  is  proposed  to  amend  certain  of  the 
regulations  relating  to  viruses,  serums, 
toxins,  and  analogous  products.  In  Part 
113  of  Title  9,  Code  of  Federal  Regula¬ 
tions  issued  pursuant  to  the  provisions 
of  the  Vlrus-Serum-Toxin  Act  of 
March  4.  1913  (21  U.S.C.  151-158). 

On  October  22,  1974,  a  notice  of  pro¬ 
posed  rulemaking  was  published  In  the 
Federal  Register  (36  FR  37504)  propos¬ 
ing  to  amend  Part  113  by  adding  Stand¬ 
ard  Requirements  for  evaluating  biolog¬ 
ical  products.  The  potency  tests  pro¬ 
posed  In  §S  113.105  and  113.106  were  new 
to  the  Industry  and  were  withheld  when 
the  proposals  were  published  In  final 
form. 

Additional  development  work  has  been 
conducted  on  the  potency  tests  Initially 
proposed  and  these  tests  In  a  revised 
form  are  Included  In  these  proposed 
amendments.  It  Is  Intended  that  the  De¬ 
partment  will  not  make  these  proposals 
final  for  at  least  90  days  during  which 
time  each  licensee  affected  can  become 
proficient  In  conducting  the  tests. 

Each  word  In  the  headings  of  S9  113.105 
and  113.106  are  to  be  capitalized. 
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1.  Section  113.105(c)  Is  amended  by 
revising  the  introductory  portion  and 
adding  paragraphs  (c)  (1)  through  (9) 
to  read: 

f§  113.105  Salmonella  Typhimuriiim 
Baeterin. 

«  *  *  t  * 

(c)  Potency  test.  Bulk  or  final  con¬ 
tainer  samples  of  completed  product 
from  each  serial  shall  be  tested  for 
potency  using  the  mouse  test  provided  in 
this  paragraph.  A  mouse  dose  shall  be 
1/20  of  the  least  dose  recommended  on 
the  label  for  other  animals  which  shall 
not  be  less  than  2  ml. 

(1)  Vaccinates.  Inject  intraperitone- 
ally  each  of  20  mice  weighing  16  to  20 
grams,  with  one  mouse  dose  of  baeterin. 
A  second  mouse  dose  shall  be  injected  in- 
traperitoneally  14  days  after  the  first 
injection. 

(2)  Positive  Controls.  Inject  intraperi- 
toneally  each  of  20  mice  weighing  16  to 
BO  grams,  with  0.25  ml  of  the  Positive 
Control  Reference  Baeterin  available 
from  Veterinary  Services  upon  request.  A 
second  0.25  ml  dose  shall  Injected  In- 
traperitoneally  14  days  after  the  first 
Injection. 

(3)  Negative  Controls.  Inject  intra¬ 
perl  toneally  each  of  20  mice  weighing  16 
to  20  grams,  wtih  0.25  ml  of  the  Negative 
Contred  Reference  Baeterin  available 
from  Veterinary  Services  upon  request.  A 
second  0.25  ml  dose  shall  be  Injected  In- 
traperltoneally  14  days  after  the  first 
injection. 

(4)  Challenge.  Seven  to  ten  days  post- 
vacclnatlon,  challenge  the  Immunity  of 
each  vaccinate  and  each  control  by  in¬ 
jecting  intraperl  toneally  with  0.25  ml  of 
the  same  virulent  culture  of  Salmonella 
typhimurium  organisms. 

(5)  Postchallenge  Period.  Observe  the 
vaccinates  and  controls  for  14  days  post¬ 
challenge  and  record  all  deaths. 

(6)  If  7  or  more  Positive  CJontrol  vac¬ 
cinated  mice  die,  the  test  may  be  declared 
a  no-test  and  repeated. 

(7)  If  8  or  more  Negative  Control  vac¬ 
cinated  mice  die,  the  test  Is  valid  and 
stage  one  potency  results  shall  be  evalu¬ 
ated  according  to  the  following  table: 


Onmalstive 

Stage  Number  of 

Burvtvora  for 

SurviTors  for 

▼aecl  nates 

satisfactory 

unsatisfactory 

serial 

serial 

1  20 . 

...  14  «  more _ 

12  or  less. 

2  40 . 

...  28  more _ 

27  or  less. 

(8)  The  serial  shall  pass  or  fall  based 
on  the  stage  one  results  of  the  potency 
test;  provided,  that  If  13  vaccinates 
survive  the  first  stage,  the  second  stage 
shall  be  required. 

(9)  The  second  stage  shall  be  con¬ 
ducted  In  a  manner  Identical  to  the  first 
stage.  The  serial  shall  be  evaluated  ac¬ 
cording  to  stage  2  of  the  table.  On  the 
basis  of  accumulated  results,  a  serial 
shall  either  pass  or  fail  the  second  stage. 

2.  Section  113,106(c)  Is  amended  by 
revising  the  introductory  portion  and 
adding  paragraphs  (c)  (1)  through  (19) 
to  read: 
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§  113.106  P«i>tourella  Mukoci<Li  Bar* 
term. 

•  *  •  *  • 

(c)  Potency  test.  Bulk  or  final  con¬ 
tainer  samples  of  completed  product 
from  each  serial  shall  be  tested  for 
potency  using  the  mouse  test  provided 
in  this  paragraph.  A  mouse  dose  shall  be 
1  '  20  of  the  least  dose  recommended  on 
the  label  for  other  animals  which  shall 
not  be  less  than  2  ml. 

(1)  Vaccinates.  Inject  intraperito- 
neally  each  of  20  mice,  weighing  16  to 
20  grams,  with  one  mouse  dose  of  the 
bacterin.  A  second  mouse  dose  shall  be 
injected  intraperitoneally  14  days  after 
the  first  Injection. 

(2)  Positive  Controls.  Inject  intra¬ 
peritoneally  each  of  20  mice,  weighing 
16  to  20  grams,  with  0.25  ml  of  the  Posi¬ 
tive  Control  Reference  Bacterin  avail¬ 
able  from  Veterinary  Services  upon 
request.  A  second  0.25  ml  dose  shall  be 
injected  intraperitoneally  14  days  after 
the  first  injection. 

(3)  Negative  Controls.  Inject  intra¬ 
peritoneally  each  of  20  mice  weighing 
16  to  20  grams  with  0.25  ml  of  the  Nega¬ 
tive  Control  Reference  Bacterin  avail¬ 
able  from  Veterinary  Services  upon  re¬ 
quest.  A  second  0.25  ml  dose  shall  be  in¬ 
jected  intraperitoneally  14  da3^  after  the 
first  injection. 

(4)  Challenge.  Ten  to  twelve  days  post¬ 
vaccination,  challenge  the  immunity  of 
each  vaccinate  and  each  control  by  in¬ 
jecting  intraperitoneally  with  0.2  ^  of 
a  suitable  virulent  cultm^  of  Pasteurella 
mvltocida  organisms. 

(5)  Postchallenge  Period.  Observe  the 
vaccinates  and  controls  for  10  days  post- 
challenge  and  record  all  deaths. 

(6)  If  7  or  more  Positive  Control  vac¬ 
cinated  mice  die,  the  test  may  be  de¬ 
clared  a  no-test  and  repeated. 

(7)  If  8  or  more  Negative  Control  vac¬ 
cinated  mice  die.  the  test  is  valid  and 
stage  one  potency  results  shall  be  eval¬ 
uated  according  to  the  following  table: 

Oum^aUn 


Knmbcr  of  Bunlmn  far  Surdroia  for 
TMciuatM  aotlsfaetory  usMtlsfoctory 
serial  serial 


ments  received  on  or  before  September  3 
will  be  considered. 

All  written  submissions  made  pursuant 
to  this  notice  will  be  made  available  for 
public  inspection  at  such  timM  and 
pilaces  and  in  a  manner  convenient  to 
the  public  business.  (7  CFR  1.27(b).) 

Done  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  30th 
day  <rf  May,  1975. 

J.  M.  Hejl, 

Deputy  Administrator,  Veterin¬ 
ary  Services,  Animal  and 
Plant  Health  Inspection  Serv¬ 
ice.  . 

(FR  Doc/fb-usse  Piled  6-4-75:8:45  am] 


Farmers  Home  Administration 
[7  CFR  Part  1831] 

(PmHA  Instruction  441.1] 

OPERATING  LOANS 
Youth  Loan  Program 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  Farmers 
Home  Administration  has  under  consid¬ 
eration  the  revision  of  §§  1831.4(e) ,  1831.- 
5(h)  and  1831.12(g)  of  Subpart  A  of  Part 
1831,  Title  7,  Code  of  Federal  Regulations 
(37  FR  14858:  38  FR  14154-14155).  The 
major  proposed  changes  are  as  follows: 

1.  To  establish  the  minimum  age  for  par¬ 
ticipation  in  the  Operating  Youth  loan  pro¬ 
gram  at  10  years;  and 

2.  To  require  a  cosigner  for  all  Youth  loans 
in  excess  of  $1,000. 

Interested  persons  are  invited  to  sub¬ 
mit  written  comments,  suggestions,  data 
or  arguments  to  the  Office  of  the  Chief, 
Directives  Management  Branch,  Farmers 
Home  Administration,  U.S.  Department 
of  Agriculture,  Room  6315,  South  Build¬ 
ing,  Washington,  D.C.  20250,  on  or  before 
July  7.  1975.  All  written  submissions 
made  pursuant  to  this  notice  will  be 
made  available  for  public  inspection  at 
the  OflBce  of  the  Chief,  Directives  Man¬ 
agement  Branch  during  regular  business 
hours.  (8:15  Bm.-4:45  pjn.) 

As  proposed,  §S  1831.4(e).  1831.5(h), 
and  1831.12(g)  will  read  as  follows: 

§  1831.4  Dc‘finition  of  a  family  farm. 

•  •  •  •  • 


S  1831.12  Security  policies. 

•  •  •  •  • 

(g)  The  security  requirements  for 
loans  to  rural  youths  will  be  the  same  as 
required  for  other  Operating  loans.  In 
addition,  all  youth  loans  greater  than 
$1,000  will  be  cofiigued.  In  exceptional 
cases  the  loan  approval  ofiScial  may  re¬ 
quire  a  cosigner  for  loans  of  $1,000  and 
less  if  he  determines  such  action  is  nec¬ 
essary  to  assure  reisayment  of  the  loan. 

f  7  U8.C.  1989;  delegation  of  authority  by  the 
Sec.  of  Agrl.,  7  CFR  2.88;  delegation  of  au¬ 
thority  by  the  Aest.  Sec.  for  Rural  Develop¬ 
ment,  7  CFR  2.70.) 

Dated:  May  30, 1975. 

Frank  B.  Elliott, 
Administrator, 

Farmers  Home  Administration. 

IFR  Doc.75-14732  FUed  6-4-75:8:45  am] 


DEPARTMENT  OF 
TRANSPORTATION 
Federal  Aviation  Administratton 
[14  CFR  Part  71] 

(Airspace  Docket  No.  T5-C31>-2S] 
TRANSITION  AREA 
Proposed  Designation  and  Revocation 
Correction 

In  FR  Doc.  75-13527  appearing  at  ptage 
22556  in  the  issue  of  Friday.  May  23, 1975 
the  comment  date  in  the  tenth  line  ol  the 
second  paragraph  in  the  third  column  of 
page  22556  now  reads  “July  23."  The  cor¬ 
rect  date  is  “June  23.” 


National  Hig^ay  Traffic  Safety 
Administration 
(Docket  No.  75-15;  Notice  IJ 

[  49  CFR  Part  571  ] 

LAMPS,  REFLECTIVE  DEVICES,  AND 
ASSOCIATED  EQUIPMENT 

Motor  Vehicle  Safely  Standard 

This  notice  proposes  amendments  of 
49  CFR  I  571.108,  Motor  Vehicle  Safety 
Standard  No.  108,  Lamps.  Reflective 
Devices  and  Associated  Equipment,  that 
would  modify  requirements  for  clearance 
lamps  on  vehicles  of  Qwcial  configura¬ 
tion. 

Trailer  Manufacturers  Associatkm 
(TMA),  an  affiliate  of  the  Boating  In¬ 
dustry  Association,  has  petitianed  for 
amendments  that  would  aflect  the  ap- 
plxaMlity  of  Standard  No.  108  to  *‘trail- 
ers  designed  to  transport  pleasure  boats 
and  other  equipment.**  Specifically,  it 
asks  that  a  new  paragraph  be  added  to 
B4.S.1.1  “whidi  would  provide  that  for¬ 
ward  clearance  lamps  on  trailexs  tiiat 
have  no  permanent  structure  more  than 
fifty  (50)  inches  above  ihe  roiul  surface 
are  not  required  to  meet  the  inboard 
visibility  requirements  specified  in 
S4.8.1.1.*’  TMA  argues  that  tisdler  front 
clearance  lamps  moimted  at  low  heights 
are  not  effective  at  Inboard  angles  since 
they  are  parttally  hidden  by  the  towing 
v^lde. 


1  20 . .  14  or  more . 12  or  kes. 

2  40 . . .  28  or  more . 27  or  less. 


(8)  The  serial  shall  pass  or  fail  based 
on  the  stage  one  results  of  the  potency 
test;  Provided.  That,  if  13  vaccinated 
sunriTe  the  first  stsige,  the  second  stages 
shall  be  required. 

(9)  The  second  stage  shall  be  con¬ 
ducted  in  a  manner  identical  to  the  first 

'  stage.  The  serial  diaJl  be  evaluated  ac¬ 
cording  to  stage  2  of  the  table.  On  the 
basis  of  accumulated  results,  a  serial 
shall  either  pass  or  fail  the  second  stage. 

Interesited  parties  are  invited  to  sub¬ 
mit  written  data,  views,  or  arguments 
regarding  the  propiosed  regulations  to 
Deputy  Administrator,  Veterinary  Serv¬ 
ices,  Animal  and  Plant  Health  Inspec- 
tioa  Sendee,  D.S.  Department  of  Agri¬ 
culture,  Room  828-A,  Federal  Building, 
Hyattsville,  Maryland  20782.  All  com¬ 


(e)  Rural  youths.  AKilicants  who  have 
reached  the  age  of  10  years  but  have  not 
reached  the  age  of  21  and  who  do  not 
reside  in  any  area  in  any  dty  or  town 
which  has  a  peculation  in  excess  of  ten 
thousand  inhabitants. 

•  •  •  •  • 

§  1831.5  Eligibility  reqnimnmts. 

•  •  •  •  • 

(h)  Loans  may  be  made  to  rural  youths 
without  regard  to  the  requirements  of 
paragraph  (c)  of  this  section.  All  youth 
projects  must  be  reemnmended  by  their 
project  advisor.  In  addition,  youths  who 
have  not  reached  their  majority,  as  set 
forth  by  State  regulations  will  obtain 
their  parent’s  or  guardian’s  favorable 
recommendation  for  the  loan.  All  rec- 
ommendations  will  be  in  wilting  and  filed 
with  the  application  in  the  County  Office 
case  file. 
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It  also  for  an  amendment  adding 
a  new  paragraph  “which  would  provide 
that  where  the  overall  width  of  a  trailer 
does  not  occur  at  the  rear  and  it  is  neces¬ 
sary  to  locate  the  rear  clearance  lights 
forward  of  the  rear  in  order  to  mark  the 
overall  width,  the  inboard  visibility  re¬ 
quirements  specified  in  I  4.3.1.1  need  not 
be  met  to  the  extent  obscured  by  trailer 
structure^’  In  support  TMA  argues  that 
on  many  boat  and  horse  trailers  the 
fenders  are  not  at  the  rear  of  the  vehicle. 
Since  this  location  is  the  widest  part  of 
the  vehicle,  clearance  lamps  are  placed 
there  to  mark  the  overall  width.  But  this 
location  may  also  result  in  an  inability 
to  meet  the  inboard  visibility  require¬ 
ments  because  of  the  presence  of  trailer 
structiire  such  as  holding  platforms. 
While  in  some  instances  the  double-faced 
clearance  lamp  permitted  by  §  4.1.1.9  may 
be  used,  in  others  such  a  lamp  might  be 
subject  to  damage  and  could  not  be  used. 
The  amendment  proposed  by  TMA  would 
allow  manufacturers  to  use  “two  lamps 
at  a  location  that  marks  the  widest  part 
of  the  vehicle  (if  not  on  the  rear) 

TMA’s  petition  has  been  Judged  to 
have  merit.  In  reviewing  it,  however,  the 
NHTSA  did  not  restrict  itself  to  the  two 
Issues  raised,  but  examined  the  require¬ 
ments  in  general  for  visibility  of  clear¬ 
ance  lamps.  Its  proposals,  therefore,  are 
broader  than  those  requested  by  TMA. 

NHTSA  is  proposing  that  the  inboard 
visibility  angle  of  45  degrees  for  clear¬ 
ance  lamps  need  not  be  met  on  a  vehicle 
where  it  is  necessary  to  mount  the  lamps 
on  surfaces  other  than  the  extreme  front 
or  rear  to  indicate  the  overall  width  or 
for  protection  from  damage  during  nor¬ 
mal  operation  of  the  vehicle.  Restricted 
inbocu'd  visibility  angles  of  clearance 
lamps  are  encoimtered  on  many  types  of 
vehicles  other  than  boat  trailers  and 
horse  trailers.  Examples  are  (1)  front 
clearance  lamps  that  are  moimted  on  a 
truck  body  behind  the  cab  and  below  the 
top  of  the  cab,  and  (2)  front  and  rear 
clearance  lamps  mounted  on  the  fenders 
of  trucks  and  trailers  such  as  liquid  and 
bulk  commodity  vehicles  and  cement 
mixer  carriers.  Taillamps,  stop  lamps, 
and  turn  signal  lamps  are  not  included, 
however,  becauise  the  visibility  angles 
currently  required  are  necessary  for 
safety  in  typical  operating  conditions. 

Finally,  an  interpretation  has  been  re¬ 
quested  as  to  whether  requirements  for 
mounting  equipment  “on  the  front”  or 
“on  the  rear”  mean  mounting  items  lit¬ 
erally  at  the  extremities  of  a  vehicle.  The 
answer  is  no,  provided  that  the  lamps 
meet  all  api^lcable  visibility  requlr^ 
ments  wherever  they  are  moxmted. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing  It  is 
proposed  that  49  CIFR  571.108,  Motor 
Vehicle  Safety  Standard  No.  108,  be 
amended  as  follows: 

1.  The  lint  sentence  of  S4.S.1.1  would  be 
xevlMd  to  reed,  “Except  es  provided  In 
84.3.1.1.1,  each  lamp  and  reflective  device 
shall  be  located  so  that  It  meets  the  visibility 
requirements  speelOad  In  any  applicable  SAB 
Standard  or  Raoonunended  Practice.’* 

3.  A  new  paragraph  84.3.1.1.1  would  bs 
added  to  read: 


84.3.1.1.1.  Clearance  lamps  may  be  mounted 
at  a  location  other  than  on  the  front  and 
rear  if  necessary  to  indicate  the  overaU  width 
of  a  vehicle,  or  (or  protection  from  damage 
during  normal  operation  of  the  vehicle,  and 
at  such  location  they  need  not  be  visible  at 
45  degrees  Inboard. 

Interested  persons  are  invited  to  sub¬ 
mit  comments  on  the  proposal.  Com¬ 
ments  should  refer  to  the  docket  number 
and  be  submitted  to:  Docket  Section,  Na¬ 
tional  Highway  Traffic  Safety  Adminis¬ 
tration,  Room  5108,  400  Seventh  Street, 
SW,  Washington,  DC  20590.  It  is  re¬ 
quested  but  not  required  that  10  cities 
be  submitted. 

All  comments  received  before  the  close 
(rf  business  on  the  comment  closing  date 
4ndicated  below  will  be  considered,  and 
will  be  available  for  examination  in  the 
docket  at  the  above  address  both  before 
and  after  that  date.  To  the  extent  pos¬ 
sible,  comments  filed  after  the  closing 
date  will  also  be  considered.  However, 
the  rulemaking  action  may  proceed  at 
any  time  after  that  date,  and  comments 
received  after  the  closing  date  and  too 
late  for  consideration  in  regard  to  the 
action  will  be  treated  as  suggestions  for 
futiire  rulemaking.  The  NHTSA  will  con¬ 
tinue  to  file  relevant  material  as  it  be¬ 
comes,  available  in  the  docket  after  the 
closing  date,  and  it  is  recommended  that 
interested  persons  continue  to  examine 
the  docket  for  new  materiaL 

Comment  closing  date:  August  4,  1975. 

Proposed  effective  date:  Date  oi  pub¬ 
lication  of  final  rule  in  FTederal  Rxcister. 

(Sec.  103,  119,  Pub.  L.  89-563,  80  Stat.  718, 
15  U.S.C.  1392,  1407;  delegations  of  authority 
at  40  CPR  1.61  and  49  CPR  601.8.) 

Issued  on  May  30,  1975. 

Robert  L.  Carter, 
Associate  Administrator, 
Motor  Vehicle  Programs. 

[FR  Doc.75-147ao  Filed  6-4-75:8:45  am] 


NATIONAL  CREDIT  UNION 
ADMINISTRATION 
[12CrRPart  701] 

ORGANIZATION  AND  OPERATIONS  OF 
FEDERAL  CREDIT  UNIONS 

Insured  Student  Loans 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  Ad¬ 
ministrator  of  the  National  Credit  Union 
Administration,  pursuant  to  the  author¬ 
ity  conferred  by  section  120,  73  StaL  635, 
12  UB.C.  1766,  and  section  209,  84  Stat. 
1014,  12  UH.C.  1789,  proposes  to  revise 
i  701.21(g)  (12  CFR  701.21(g))  as  set 
forth  below. 

The  purposes  of  the  proposed  amend¬ 
ment  are  (i)  to  update  the  secti<m  in 
light  of  the  December  31,  1974,  amend¬ 
ment  to  section  107(5)  of  the  Federal 
Credit  Union  Act  (12  U.S.C.  1757(5)) 
related  to  loans  made  in  accordance  with 
section  2(b)  of  the  National  Housing  Act 
and  section  1819  of  Title  38,  United 
States  Code,  and  (ii)  to  incorporate  pro¬ 
visions  regarding  insured  student  loans 
made  in  accordance  with  4701.25  (12 
CFR  701.25). 


Interested  persons  are  invited  to  sub¬ 
mit  written  comments,  suggestions,  or 
objections  regarding  the  proposed 
amendment  to  the  Administrator.  Na¬ 
tional  Credit  Union  Administration, 
2025  M  Street  NW.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20456.  Comments  received  on  or  before 
June  30,  1975,  will  be  considered  before 
finiil  action  is  taken  on  the  proposal. 
Copies  of  all  written  comments  received 
will  be  available  for  public  inspection 
during  normal  business  hours  at  the 
foregoing  address. 

Dated:  May  29, 1975. 

Herman  Nickerson,  Jr., 

Administrator. 

(Sec.  120,  73  Stat.  635  (12  U.S.C.  17C6)  and 
see.  209, 84  Stat.  1014  (12  U.S.C.  1789) ) 

In  consideration  of  the  above.  §  701.21 
(g)  is  revised  as  follows: 

§  701.21  Payment  or  aniorli/.alion  of 

loans. 

•  •  •  •  • 

(g)(1)  Secured  loans  made  for  pe¬ 
riods  in  excess  of  5  years  but  not  exceed¬ 
ing  10  years  shall  not  be  made  for  nor¬ 
mal  consumer-type  purchases  and  ex¬ 
penditures.  Examples  of  extraordinary 
purposes  for  which  loans,  with  matur¬ 
ities  in  excess  of  5  years  but  not  exceed¬ 
ing  10  years,  may  be  granted  include 
home  improvements,  the  purchase  of 
mobile  and  seasonal  homes,  vocational 
and  higher  education,  and  other  similar 
large-cost  undertakings.  In  general,  the 
terms,  maturities,  and  conditions  of  se¬ 
cured  loans  made  by  a  Federal  credit 
union  for  longer  than  5  years  shall  be 
in  accord  with  the  prevailing  lending 
practices  (with  respect  to  the  purpose 
of  the  loan)  in  the  area  being  served 
by  the  credit  union. 

(2)  Notwithstanding  the  provisions  of 
paragraph  (1)  of  this  subsection,  and  to 
the  extent  that  the  board  of  directors, 
by  resolution,  approves,  a  loan  which  is 
Insured  or  guaranteed  pursuant  to  (i) 
Title  IV,  Part  B,  of  the  Higher  Education 
Act  of  1965,  as  amended  (as  it  relates  to 
Insured  loans  to  students  and  as  set  forth 
in  §  701.25  of  this  Part),  (il)  section 
2(b)  of  the  National  Housing  Act  (as  it 
relates  to  insured  loans  for  home  im¬ 
provements,  mobile  homes  and  related 
areas  imder  the  provisions  of  FHA-Title 
1),  or  (iii)  section  1819  of  Title  38, 
United  States  Code  (as  it  relates  to  guar¬ 
anteed  loans  to  eligible  veterans  for  mo¬ 
bile  home  purchase  and  related  areas  im- 
der  the  prov]^ions  of  the  Veterans  Hous¬ 
ing  Act)  may  be  made  to  members  with 
maturity  limitations  as  specified  in  those 
statutory  references  and  regulations  is¬ 
sued  thereunder,  provided  that  the  credit 
imlon  has  been  qualified  as  a  lender  im- 
der  the  respective  legislative  provisions. 

(3)  Loans  granted  piursuant  to  the 
statutory  references  cited  in  paragraph 
(2)  of  this  subsection  must  be  in  full 
compliance  with  aU  applicable  provi¬ 
sions  of  those  statutes  and  regulations 
Issued  thereunder,  including  any  re¬ 
quirements  to  record  liens  on  related 
collateral.  Furthermore,  where  insur¬ 
ance  obtained  under  the  statutory  nro- 
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visions  cited  in  paragraphs  (2)  (i)  and 

(2)  (il)  of  this  subsection  is  accepted  as 
security  for  a  loan,  the  Credit  Commit¬ 
tee,  nonetheless,  has  the  responsibility 
to  ascertain  that  the  interest  of  the 
credit  imlon  is,  in  fact,  adequately  pro¬ 
tected  and  to  assure  itself  of  the  credit- 
worthiness  of  the  borrower. 

(FR  Doc.76-14667  PUed  6-4-75:8:45  am] 


PENSION  BENEFIT  GUARANTY 
CORPORATION 

[  29  CFR  Part  2605  ] 
GUARANTEED  BENEFITS 
Notice  of  Proposed  Rulemaking 

Title  IV  of  the  Employee  Retirement 
Income  Security  Act  of  1974  (29  UJS.C. 
1301-1381)  (hereinafter  referred  to  as 
the  “Act”)  established  the  Pension  Ben¬ 
efit  Guaranty  Corporation  (hereinafter 
referred  to  as  the  “PBGC”).  Section 
4022(a)  of  the  Act  requires  the  PBGC  to 
provide  for  the  guarantee  of  nonforfeit¬ 
able,  basic  benefits  provided  by  an  em¬ 
ployee  pension  benefit  plan  covered  by 
sectiOTi  4021  of  the  Act  (hereinafter  re¬ 
ferred  to  as  a  “pension  plan”) . 

Since  the  Act  does  not  specifically  set 
forth  the  types  of  pension  benefits  to  be 
so  guarantee,  notice  is  hereby  given  that 
the  PBGC  proposes  to  amend  Chapter 
XXVI  of  Title  29,  Code  of  Federal  Regu¬ 
lations,  to  add  a  new  Part  2605,  set  forth 
below,  which  describes  those  baiefits 
guaranteed  under  section  4022  of  the  Act, 
describes  the  limitations  thereon,  and 
describes  the  manner  in  which  guaran¬ 
teed  benefits  will  be  paid. 

Interested  persons  may  participate  in 
this  proposed  rulemaking  by  submitting 
written  data,  views,  or  arguments  to  the 
OflOce  of  the  General  Counsel,  Pension 
Benefit  Guaranty  Corporation,  Post  Of¬ 
fice  Box  7119,  Washington,  D.C.  20044. 
Each  person  submitting  comments  should 
include  his  name  and  address,  identify 
this  notice,  and  give  reason  for  any  rec¬ 
ommendations.  Comments  should  be  sub¬ 
mitted  before  the  30th  day  after  issue 
date  and  will  be  considered  before  final 
action  is  taken  (xi  this  proposal.  Copies 
of  written  cmnments  will  be  available 
for  examination  by  interested  persons  in 
the  Office  (rf  Communications  of  the 
PBGC,  Room  No.  708,  8701  Georgia  Ave¬ 
nue,  Silver  Spring,  Maryland,  between 
the  hours  of  9  ajn.  and  4  p.m.  The  pro¬ 
posal  may  be  changed  in  the  light  of 
comments  received. 

As  part  of  its  proposal,  the  PBGC  has 
prepared  two  alternatives  for  treating 
early  retirement  benefits.  These  alterna¬ 
tives  differ  in  that  one  alternative  would 
require  that  early  retirement  benefits  be 
actuarially  reduced  for  any  participant 
who  could  continue  his  employment  with 
the  plan  sponsor(s) ,  and  either  has  not 
elected  an  early  retirement  benefit  or 
was  not  receivi^  such  a  benefit  before 
the  date  idan  participants  or  their  repre¬ 
sentatives  were  notified  of  the  decision 
of  the  plan  sponsor  (s)  to  terminate  the 
plan,  or  that  such  notice  was  otherwise 
publicly  given.  This  alternative  treat¬ 
ment  Is  labeled  as  •‘EARLY  RETIRE¬ 


MENT  ALTERNATIVE"  in  this  proposal 
and  set  off  in  italics.  Under  the  other  al¬ 
ternative  any  early  retirement  benefit 
which  is  in  pay  status  on  the  date  of  plan 
termination  will  not  be  actuarially  re¬ 
duced.  Under  both  alternatives  early  re¬ 
tirement  benefits  elected  after  the  date 
of  plan  termination  will  be  actuarially 
reduced.  The  difference  between  the  two 
alternatives  is  the  date  for  determining 
whether  an  early  retirement  benefit  is  in 
pay  status. 

Guaranteed  Benefits 

At  the  core  of  this  proposal  is  the  con¬ 
cept  that  to  be  guarantee,  a  benefit  pro¬ 
vided  under  a  plan  must  be  (a)  payable 
in  periodic  installments,  (b)  designed  to 
substitute  for  the  participant’s  earnings 
over  the  remainder  of  the  life  of  the  par¬ 
ticipant  or  the  life  of  a  surviving  bene¬ 
ficiary  or  both,  and  (c)  nonforfeitable 
on  the  date  of  the  termination  of  the 
plan.  However,  if  the  surviving  benefici¬ 
ary  is  a  child  or  spouse  of  the  participant, 
the  periodic  installments  may  be  paid  to 
the  child  or  spouse  for  such  reasonable 
period  as  is  specified  in  the  plan.  Thus, 
the  main  thrust  of  the  PBGC’s  proposal 
for  guarantee  of  pension  benefits  is  the 
protection  and  maintenance  of  nonfor¬ 
feitable  retirement  income  for  jdan  par¬ 
ticipants  and  dependent  survivors. 

Normal  Retirement  Age 

Normal  retirement  age  varies  among 
plans.  Section  2605.2  of  the  proposed  reg¬ 
ulation,  therefore,  defines  normal  retire¬ 
ment  age  as  the  age  so  specifiedin  a  plan, 
or  in  absence  of  such  a  specification,  the 
age  which  the  PBGC  determines  is  the 
normal  retirement  age  implicit  in  the 
plan. 

Requirements  for  Guarantee  of 
Benefits 

In  order  to  qualify  for  the  guarantee 
provided  by  the  PBGC,  it  is  proposed  that 
a  benefit  must  meet  two  tests.  First,  it 
must  be  nonforfeitable  on  the  date  the 
plan  terminates.  Section  2605.6  of  the 
proposed  regulation  describes  a  nonfor¬ 
feitable  benefit  as  one  to  which  the  par¬ 
ticipant  is  entitled  because  he  has  satis¬ 
fied  the  conditions  specified  in  a  plan  to 
establish  his  entitlement  to  the  tenefit; 
however,  in  accordance  with  section  4022 
(a)  of  the  Act,  a  benefit  which  becomes 
nonforfeitable  solely  because  a  plan  ter¬ 
minates  is  not  considered  nonforfeitable 
for  purposes  of  the  plan  termination  in¬ 
surance  guarantee.  In  contrast,  a  benefit 
which  is  forfeited  only  because  a  plan 
provision  provides  for  forfeiture  of  that 
benefit  upon  termination  of  the  plan, 
but  would  otherwise  be  nonforfeitaffie 
under  the  provisions  of  proposed  9  2605.6, 
will  still  be  considered  nonforfeitaUe. 

The  second  general  test  a  benefit  must 
meet  to  be  guaranteed  is  that  it  providg 
income  to  the  participant  upon  his  re¬ 
tirement  or  provide  income  to  a  surviv¬ 
ing  beneficiary.  Therefore,  such  benefits 
as  premiums  payable  to  a  third  party  to 
continue  life  or  health  insurance  would 
not  be  guaranteed. 

Even  though  most  pension  plans  pro¬ 
vide  that  the  benefit  payable  upon  re¬ 


tirement  at  normal  retirement  age  is  an 
annuity  for  life,  some  plans  provide  other 
options  such  as  payment  in  a  single  in¬ 
stallment  or  in  a  specified  number  of  in¬ 
stallments.  In  order  to  cover  these  con¬ 
tingencies,  the  term  “i>ension  benefit” 
has  been  defined  in  9  2605.2  as  “the  right 
of  a  participant  who  permanently  leaves 
or  has  permanently  left  covered  employ¬ 
ment,  or  his  surviving  beneficiary,  to 
an  annuity,  or  one  or  more  payments  re¬ 
lated  thereto,  which  •  •  •  p>rovides  a 
level  income  to  the  recipient.” 

Entitlement  to  a  Benefit 

It  is  necessary  to  determine  the  cir¬ 
cumstances  under  which  that  right  is 
created.  Section  2605.5  of  the  proposed 
regulation  describes  each  circumstance 
under  which  a  participant  or  his  surviv¬ 
ing  beneficiary  has  a  right  to  a  benefit 
provided  by  a  plan  as  follows: 

(1)  The  benefit  was  in  pay  status  un¬ 
der  the  provisions  of  the  plan  when  the 
plan  terminated; 

(2)  The  participant  made  an  election 
of  the  benefit  pursuant  to  the  provisions 
of  the  plan  before  the  plan  terminated; 

(3)  'The  participant  was  entitled  to  the 
benefit  upon  application  under  the  provi¬ 
sions  of  the  plan  before  the  plan  termi¬ 
nated;  or 

(4)  The  benefit  would  be  payable  to 
the  participant,  absent  an  election  by 
him  of  an  alternative  benefit  in  the  plan, 
upon  retirement. 

EARLY  RETIREMENT  ALTERNA¬ 
TIVE.  Proposed  9  2605.S(b)  is  redesig¬ 
nated  9  2605.5(c)  and  a  different  pro¬ 
posed  9  2605.5(b)  is  added  which  limits 
the  right  of  a  participant  to  an  early  re¬ 
tirement  benefit  if  the  benefit  is  not  in 
pay  status  or  the  participant  did  not 
elect  early  retirement  prior  to  the  date 
notice  of  intent  to  terminate  is  given  to 
the  participants,  their  representatives  or 
otherwise  made  public.  In  any  such  case 
the  participant  would  only  have  a  right 
to  that  portion  of  the  early  retirement 
benefit  which  is  actuarially  equivalent  to 
the  benefit  accrued  for  normal  retire¬ 
ment  age. 

General  Limitations 

In  the  majority  of  pension  plans,  re¬ 
tirement  benefits  are  based  on  the  benefit 
payable  upon  retirement  at  the  normal 
retirement  age.  The  benefit  payable  upon 
retirement  at  normal  retirement  age  usu¬ 
ally  is  paid  in  equal  periodic  Installments 
for  the  life  of  the  retiree  and  is  referred 
to  as  a  life  annuity.  Many  plans,  however, 
offer  alternative  options  to  the  life  an¬ 
nuity  such  as  Joint  and  survivor  annui¬ 
ties  or  term  certain  and  life  annuities. 
In  addition,  a  number  of  pension  plans 
also  provide  disability  retir^ent  bene¬ 
fits.  The  amount  of  each  of  these  varying 
benefits  is  in  most  instances  based  on 
the  amotmt  of  the  benefit  a  participant 
has  accrued  for  his  retirement  at  normal 
retirement  age. 

Section  2605.4(a)(1)  of  the  proposed 
regulation  provides  that  the  guarantee 
will  not  extend  to  that  portion  of  an  in¬ 
stallment  payable  tmder  a  plan  which 
exceeds  the  level  Installments  which 
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would  have  been  payable  to  the  partici¬ 
pant  as  a  straight  life  annuity  at  normal 
retirement  age  based  on  the  benefits  ac¬ 
crued  under  the  plan  by  the  participant 
up  to  the  date  he  actually  retired. 

Thus,  If  an  early  retirement  benefit 
pays  monthly  Installments  of  $500  imtll 
age  65  and  $300  thereafter,  and  under 
the  plan  the  participant  would  have  been 
entitled  to  a  life  annuity  at  normal  re¬ 
tirement  age  of  $300  based  on  his  cred¬ 
ited  service  to  the  date  he  actually  re¬ 
tired,  the  guarantee  will  be  limited  to 
$300  per  month  (unless  actuarlally  re¬ 
duced  under  one  of  the  Early  Retire¬ 
ment  Alternatives).  The  same  principle 
Is  applied  to  elected  options  to  the  bene¬ 
fit  otherwise  payable  imder  a  plan  at  nor¬ 
mal  retirement  age. 

Section  2605.4(a)(2).  however,  pro¬ 
vides  that  this  limitation  does  not  apply 
In  the  following  three  Instances: 

(1)  Where  the  benefit  Is  payable  under 
proposed  §  2605.7  which  covers  disability 
retirement  benefits; 

(2)  Where  the  t^neflt  is  payable  as 
an  annuity  to  a  participant’s  survivor  on 
account  of  the  participant’s  death  occur¬ 
ring  before  the  plan  terminates  and  prior 
to  his  retirement:  or 

(3)  Where  the  benefit  provides  for 
higher  payments  during  the  early  years 
of  retirement  in  order  to  provide  a  level 
Income  In  conjunction  with  Social  Se- 
ciuity.  Railroad  Retirement,  or  work¬ 
man’s  compensation  benefits,  and  the 
projected  income  stream  over  the  life  of 
the  participant  is  actuarlally  equivalent 
to  the  benefit  payable  as  a  straight  life 
annuity  accrued  for  retirement  at  the 
normal  retirement  age. 

Title  IV  of  the  Act  provides  that  the 
PBGC  may  not  guarantee  that  part  of 
any  benefit  which  exceeds  the  limits  on 
coverage  established  in  section  4022(b) 
of  the  Act  Accordingly,  section  2605.4 
(b)  of  the  proposed  regulations  Incor¬ 
porates  the  limitations  of  section  4022(b) 
of  the  Act.  Two  of  the  most  important 
limitations  of  section  4022(b)  are  con¬ 
tained  In  sections  4022(b)  (3)  and  4022 
(b)(8)  of  the  Act.  Section  4022(b) 
(3)  of  the  Act  provides.  In  substance,  that 
the  PBGC  may  not  pay  any  part  of  an 
otherwise  guaranteed  teneflt  which  ex¬ 
ceeds  the  actuarial  value  of  a  monthly 
benefit,  payable  for  life,  beginning  at 
age  65,  calculated  on  the  basis  of  the 
lesser  of: 

(1)  The  average  monthly  gross  in¬ 
come  of  the  participant  from  his  em¬ 
ployer  for  that  consecutive  five-year  pe¬ 
riod  yielding  the  highest  gross  Income; 
or 

(2)  $750  per  month,  adjxisted  for  any 
Increase  In  the  Social  Security  Act  bene¬ 
fit  and  contribution  base.  (ITie  adjxisted 
monthly  limitation  Is  cinrently  $801.14.) 

Section  4022(b)(8)  of  the  Act  pro¬ 
vides.  In  substance,  that  new  benefits  and 
Increases  In  benefits  do  not  become  guar¬ 
anteed  Immediately,  but  rather  become 
guaranteed  over  a  five-year  period  at 
the  rate  of  20  percent  or  $20  per  year, 
whichever  Is  greater,  so  that  It  takes  five 
years  from  the  later  of  their  effective 
date  or  adoption  for  benefits  of  $100  or 
more  to  become  fully  guarantee<L 


NoRBCAL  Form  Rethiement  Benefits 

A  pension  benefit  is  generally  de¬ 
scribed  In  terms  of  an  amoimt,  a  form 
of  payment,  and  an  age  at  which  pay¬ 
ments  may  commence.  Usually,  normal 
retirement  benefits  are  payable  in  level 
monthly  installments  for  the  life  of  the 
participant,  commencing  at  normal  re¬ 
tirement  age.  *1716  dollar  amoimt  of  the 
monthly  benefit  is,  in  most  cases,  equiva¬ 
lent  to  the  benefit  accrued  for  normal 
retirement  age.  When  such  benefits  are 
nonforfeitable  on  the  date  of  termina¬ 
tion,  they  would  be  guaranteed.  Thus,  the 
level  lifetime  monthly  payments  to  a 
normal  retiree  who  is  in  pay  status  on 
the  date  of  a  plan  termination  would  be 
guaranteed  by  the  PBGC  up  to  the  limits 
specified  by  the  Act.  Similarly,  active  or 
terminated  employees  with  nonforfeit¬ 
able  rights  (on  the  date  of  plan  termina¬ 
tion)  to  a  level  lifetime  monthly  benefit 
payable  when  they  reach  normal  retire¬ 
ment  age  would  have  these  rights  pro¬ 
tected  by  the  PBGC  within  those  limits. 

Some  pension  plans  have  adopted  so- 
called  “normal  forms’’  other  than  the 
common  single  life  annuity  form  de¬ 
scribed  above  for  the  payment  of  their 
normal  retirement  benefits,  such  as  a 
Joint  and  survivor  annuity  form.  Under 
many  Joint  and  survivor  provisions,  the 
dollar  amount  of  monthly  benefits  ac¬ 
crued  for  normal  age  retirement  is  con¬ 
verted  to  a  somewhat  smaller  monthly 
benefit  payable  to  the  participant  for  as 
long  as  the  participant,  lives,  and  to  an 
even  smaller  monthly  benefit  payable  to 
his  survivor.  As  does  the  single  life  an¬ 
nuity  form,  the  Joint  and  survivor  an¬ 
nuity  form  satisfies  the  fundamental  re¬ 
quirements  for  guarantee.  Hence,  a  non¬ 
forfeitable  right  of  a  participant  or 
beneficiary  on  the  date  of  termination  to 
retirement  benefits  payable  as  a  Joint 
and  survivor  annuity  would  qualify  for 
the  guarantee.  In  this  case,  the  pension 
benefit  would  need  not  involve  the  same 
level  monthly  Installments  since  the 
monthly  payments  to  the  survivor  might 
be  less  than  the  payments  to  the  partici¬ 
pant  In  recc^itlon  of  the  generally 
lower  Income  requirements  of  the  sur¬ 
vivor. 

Non-level  monthly  payments  might 
also  arise  when  the  normal  form  of  re¬ 
tirement  benefits  is  Integrated  with 
Railroad  Retirement  or  Social  Security 
benefits.  In  particular,  certain  types  of 
Integrated  plans  with  normal  retirement 
ages  earlier  than  65  may  have  higher 
levels  of  monthly  benefits  prior  to  age 
65,  than  after  age  65.  at  which  time 
Social  Security  benefits  normally  com¬ 
mence.  This  “front-loading’’  of  monthly 
benefits  from  the  plan  is  designed  to  pro¬ 
duce  a  substantially  level  benefit  for  the 
life  of  the  participant  when  considered 
In  conjunction  with  Social  Security. 
Here,  too,  the  benefit  satisfies  the  funda¬ 
mental  requirements  of  the  Act  for  guar¬ 
antee  and  therefore,  the  nonforfeitable 
right  of  a  participant  to  such  a  benefit 
would  be  guaranteed.  Also,  cost  of  living 
increases  provided  by  a  pension  plan 
which  went  Into  effect  prior  to  the  plan’s 
termination  will  be  considered  part  of 
the  benefit  provided  by  the  plan,  and,  do 


not  render  the  plan  benefits  non-level 
when  viewed  as  of  the  date  of  plan 
termination. 

A  few  plans  have  adopted  lump-sum 
distributions  as  the  “normal  form’’  of 
their  retirement  benefit.  Pension  benefits 
normally  payable  in  lump-sum  form  do 
not  conform  to  the  fundamental  con¬ 
cept  of  a  guaranteeable  benefit  in  that  no 
assurance  of  an  ongoing  income  for  the 
life  of  the  participant  is  provided.  How¬ 
ever,  to  treat  such  benefits  as  not  quali¬ 
fied  because  the  plan  sponsor  chose  to 
provide  a  lump-sum  form  would,  in  most 
instances,  be  unfair  to  plan  participants 
who  may  have  had  little  voice  in  the 
matter.  Accordingly,  in  such  a  case  the 
proposal  provides  that  the  PBGC  guar¬ 
anty  the  life  annuity  alternative  pro¬ 
vided  In  the  plan. 

Optional  Form  Retirement  Benefits 

Many  pension  plans  provide  optional 
forms  under  which  a  participant  may  re¬ 
ceive  his  pension  benefits.  Usually,  the 
benefits  provided  under  an  optional  form 
are  calculated  to  be  actuarial  equivalents 
(or  nearly  so)  of  the  benefits  provided 
under  the  normal  form  on  either  an  In¬ 
dividual  participant  or  aggregate  plan 
basis.  However,  in  some  cases,  optional 
forms  are  intentionally  subsidized  by  the 
plan  sponsor.  For  example,  an  optional 
Joint  and  survivor  annuity  form  may  be 
subsidized  relative  to  the  normal  form 
single  life  annuity  because  the  plan  spon¬ 
sor  wishes  to  provide  a  somewhat  higher 
level  of  benefits  to  the  survivor.  Even 
where  actuarial  equivalence  is  Intended, 
fluctuation  in  actuarial  factors  may  re¬ 
sult  in  nonactuarlally  equivalent  options. 
Accordingly,  it  Is  proposed  that,  except 
in  the  case  of  lump-sum  options,  an 
option  which  has  byn  elyted  imder  the 
provisions  of  the  plan  in  lieu  of  an  other¬ 
wise  normal  form  retirement  benefit,  and 
which  Is  nonforfeitable  on  the  date  of 
termination,  be  guaranteed  up  to  the  in- 
surany  limits  of  proposed  S  2605.4.  In 
the  case  of  an  option  providing  for  a 
lump-sum  payment  to  the  participant, 
the  PBGC  would  guaranty  the  alterna¬ 
tive  life  annuity  provided  in  the  plan. 

Disability  Benefits 

Sytlon  2605.7  of  the  proposed  regula¬ 
tion  would  guaranty  disability  retire¬ 
ment  benefits  payable  In  periodic  install¬ 
ments  under  the  terms  of  a  plan  which 
are  in  pay  status  on  the  date  of  plan  ter¬ 
mination  where  the  disability  Is  total  and 
permanent.  However,  It  also  providy 
that,  in  any  case  In  which  the  PBGC 
finds  that  the  standards  for  disability 
benefits  are  unreasonably  low  or  were 
lowered  in  anticipation  of  plan  termina¬ 
tion,  disability  retirement  benefits  would 
not  be  guaranteed  for  a  participant  who 
retired  under  such  standards  unless  he 
was  eligible  for  Social  Security  disability 
benefits  on  the  date  of  termination. 
Finally,  provision  is  made  for  the  PBGC 
to  require  submission,  in  any  case,  of 
proof  of  continued  total  and  permanent 
disability.  To  the  extent  a  participant  is 
found  to  be  recovered,  the  payment  at  his 
benefit  eould  be  suspended,  modified,  or 
discontinued,  but  the  existence  of  a  pro- 
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vision  in  a  plan  that  a  disability  benefit 
will  cease  UF>on  recovery  does  not  make 
that  benefit  forfeitable. 

Early  Rettremeitt 

In  some  plans,  early  retirement  pro> 
visions  allow  a  participant  to  retire  prior 
to  normal  retirement  age  at  an  immedi¬ 
ate  monthly  benefit  level,  equal  to  the 
benefit  amount  accrued  for  normal  age 
retirement,  actuarially  reduced  to  the 
earlier  age  at  which  the  participant  re¬ 
tires.  Such  early  retirement  benefits 
satisfy  the  requirements  of  proposed 
S  2605.3  and  hence,  would  be  guaranteed 
by  the  PBGC  up  to  the  limits  prescribed 
in  proposed  §  2605.4.  Sometimes  early 
retirees  receive  benefits  with  an  actuarial 
value  which  exceeds  the  value  of  the 
benefit  accrued  for  normal  age  retire¬ 
ment.  For  example,  some  plans  provide 
lifetime  early  retirement  benefits  at  a 
monthly  level  which  is  equal  to  the  bene¬ 
fit  amount  accrued  for  normal  age  retire¬ 
ment.  i.e.  a  nonreduced  benefit,  to  those 
participants  whose  age  and  ser^ce  satis¬ 
fies  some  specified  eligibility  criteria.  The 
intent  of  such  subsidized  or  special  early 
retirement  benefits  is  to  reward  long- 
service  employees. 

Under  this  proposal,  if  early  retire¬ 
ment  benefits  were  in  pay  status  on  the 
date  of  plan  termination,  they  would  be 
guaranteed  to  the  extent  that  the  amount 
of  such  monthly  benefits  does  not  exceed 
the  amoimt  accrued  for  normal  retire¬ 
ment  age.  and  to  the  extent  that  the 
amount  of  such  monthly  benefits  does  not 
exceed  the  Insurance  limits  of  section 
4022(b)  of  the  Act.  If  the  participant  is 
not  in  pay  status  on  the  date  of  plan 
termination,  only  the  actuarial  equiva¬ 
lent  of  the  benefit  accrued  for  retirement 
at  the  normal  retirement  age  will  be 
guaranteed,  as  provided  in  S  2605.4(e) 
of  the  proposed  regulation. 

The  participant,  however,  would  not 
be  required  to  take  advantage  of  the 
benefit  at  the  date  of  termination;  he 
could  defer  applying  for  the  early  retire¬ 
ment  benefit  to  a  later  date. 

Thus,  for  example,  assume  a  plan  al¬ 
lows  unreduced  early  retirement  for  any 
participant  who  is  55  years  old  and  who 
has  been  a  participant  for  20  years.  If,  on 
the  date  that  plan  terminates  a  par¬ 
ticipant  Is  56  with  25  years  of  service, 
his  early  retirement  benefit  is  guar¬ 
anteed  up  to  the  level  of  the  benefit 
accrued  to  that  date  for  retirement  at 
the  normal  retirement  age  actuarially 
reduced  to  reflect  commencement  of  pay¬ 
ments  before  the  normal  retirement  age. 
However,  if  on  the  date  the  plan  ter¬ 
minates.  a  participant  is  only  54  with  20 
years  of  service,  the  PBGC  would  not 
guarantee  his  early  retirement  benefit 
even  though  he  continues  to  be  employed 
by  tile  same  employer  and,  had  the  pen¬ 
sion  plan  continued,  he  would  become 
dlgible  for  early  retirement  after  the 
date  of  termination.  In  this  case  the  par¬ 
ticipant  had  not  satisfied  the  conditions 
under  the  plan  necessary  to  establish 
entitlement  to  the  benefit  as  of  the  date 
of  termination.  Therefore,  the  benefit 
was  forfeitable  on  the  plan  termination 


date  and  thus  the  benefit  failed  to  meet 
the  nonforfeitability  requirement. 

EARLY  RETIREMENT  ALTERNA¬ 
TIVE.  For  the  purpose  of  determining 
when  the  portion  of  an  early  retirement 
benefit  that  exceeds  the  actuarial  equiv¬ 
alent  of  the  accrued  benefit  payable  at 
normal  retirement  age  is  guaranteed  be¬ 
cause  it  is  in  “pay  status”,  the  criteria 
set  forth  below  apply. 

Any  early  retirement  benefit  is  in  pay 
status  if  (a)  the  employee  became  re¬ 
tired,  or  filed  formal  application  for  early 
retirement  to  be  effective  on  or  prior  to 
the  date  of  plan  termination,  and  (b) 
such  application  was  filed,  or  the  em¬ 
ployee  retired  prior  to  the  date  that  no¬ 
tice  was  given  to  the  employees  or  their 
representatives  or  otherwise  made  pub¬ 
lic  by  the  plhn  sponsor  of  its  decision  to 
terminate  the  plan.  If  the  employee  ap¬ 
plies  for  early  retirement  on  or  after  the 
date  that  notice  u>as  given  of  the  decision 
to  terminate  the  plan,  but  before  the 
actual  termination  of  the  plan,  unre¬ 
duced  early  retirement  benefits  described 
above  ufill  be  guaranteed  only  if  the  em¬ 
ployee  could  not  continue  his  employ¬ 
ment,  i.e.,  the  employee’s  “retirement”  is 
involuntary.  If  the  employee  could  con¬ 
tinue  his  employment  with  the  employer, 
but  elects  to  retire  early  in  contempla¬ 
tion  of  the  plan’s  termination,' he  shall 
be  guaranteed  his  accrued  benefit,  actu¬ 
arially  reduced  to  provide  an  equivalent 
immediate  annuity.  In  this  circumstance, 
the  employee  has  a  choice  between  a 
reduced  immediate  annuity  and  continu¬ 
ing  his  employment. 

If  early  retirement  occurs  after  the 
termination  of  the  plan,  the  employee’s 
annuity  will  be  guaranteed  at  the  level 
of  the  normal  retirement  benefit  with 
an  actuarial  reduction. 

If  a  plan  provides  that  unreduced  early 
retirement  benefits  are  available  at  the 
sole  option  of  the  employer,  these  unre¬ 
duced  benefits  are  not  guaranteed  if  the 
employer  attempts  to  take  advantage  of 
the  guarantee  system  by  unilaterally  ter¬ 
minating  employees  in  contemplation  of 
the  termination  of  the  plan. 

Thus,  for  example,  assume  that  on 
March  30,  1976,  the  management  of 
XYZ  Corp.  learns  of  the  decision  of  their 
Board  of  Directors  to  terminate  the  pen¬ 
sion  plan  for  its  employees  on  May  1, 
1976,  and  on  that  date  the  management 
calls  Local  123  which  represents  the  em¬ 
ployees  covered  by  the  plan  and  informs 
the  union  officials  of  this  decision. 

Employee  Jones  who  is  eligible  for  early 
retirement  had  applied  for  unreduced 
early  retirement  benefits  on  completing 
his  30th  year  of  service  on  March  IS, 
1976  to  take  effect  on  April  7, 1976.  This 
employee’s  unreduced  benefit  would  be 
guaranteed. 

Employee  Smith  who  has  been  eligible 
for  unreduced  early  retirement  benefits 
for  one  year,  but  who  has  continued  work 
learns  of  the  termination  decision  on 
March  31,  1976  and  applies  for  an  im¬ 
mediate  unreduced  annuity  effective 
April  IS,  1976.  The  managers  inform 
Employee  Smith  that  the  termination  of 


the  plan  will  have  no  effect  on  the  con¬ 
tinuation  of  his  job  and  he  has  a  choice 
between  a  reduced  immediate  annuity  or 
continuing  his  employment.  Such  re¬ 
duced  immediate  annuity  would  be  guar¬ 
anteed  by  PBGC.  If,  however,  the  man¬ 
agers  had  informed  the  employees  that 
the  employer  planned  to  complete  the 
shutting  down  of  the  plant  by  October  1, 
1976,  the  benefits  of  Employee  Smith  and 
of  all  other  employees  eligible  for  early 
retirement  on  the  date  the  plan  termi¬ 
nates  would  be  guaranteed  at  the  un¬ 
reduced  level  siTice  early  retirement 
would  not  be  voluntary. 

Assume  that  the  XYZ  Corp.  continues 
to  employ  all  employees  eligible  for  early 
retirement  and  the  plan  is  terminated  on 
May  1,  1976.  Employee  Johnson,  reach¬ 
ing  age  60  on  October  IS,  1977,  decides  to 
retire.  Employee  Johnson  would  be  guar¬ 
anteed  the  benefit  accrued  as  of  May  1, 
1976,  i.e.,  the  normal  retirement  benefit, 
actuarially  reduced  to  age  60. 

Benefits  Payable  Upon  a  Participant’s 
Death 

An  increasing  number  of  pension  plans 
have  adopted  as  the  so-called  “normal 
form  of  benefit”  an  annuity  form  that 
combines  a  single  life  annuity  for  the 
participant  with  a  related  death  benefit. 
One  such  form  of  benefit  is  the  Joint  and 
survivor  annuity,  discussed  above.  An¬ 
other  annuity  form  available  under  many 
plans  that  involves  a  life  annuity  and 
related  death  benefit  is  the  life  annuity 
with  a  guaranteed  term  certain.  Under 
this  form,  if  the  participant  dies  before 
the  end  of  the  guaranteed  term,  pay¬ 
ments  for  the  remainder  of  such  term 
are  paid  to  a  beneficiary.  Also,  many 
plans  which  allow  or  require  contribu¬ 
tions  from  participants  provide  that  upon 
the  participant’s  death  any  impaid  con¬ 
tributions  will  be  paid  to  a  surviving 
beneficiary.  In  each  of  the  preceding 
cases,  the  survivor’s  benefit  is  derived 
from  the  participant’s  pension  benefit, 
and.  accordingly,  such  benefits  are  guar¬ 
anteed  by  the  PBGC  because  they  are  re¬ 
lated  to  the  participant’s  pension  benefit 
within  the  meaning  of  the  definition  of 
“pension  benefit”  contained  in  §  2605.2  of 
the  proposed  regulation. 

To  the  extent  that  optional  forms  of 
benefit  Involve  Uie  tjrpes  of  annuity 
forms  discussed  above,  i.e.,  a  life  annuity 
with  a  related  death  benefit,  such  re¬ 
lated  payments  on  death  will  be  consid¬ 
ered  to  fall  within  the  definition  of  a 
“pension  benefit.” 

A  plan  may  also  provide  an  optional 
form  of  payment  which  allows  a  partici¬ 
pant  to  elect  to  have  a  benefit  paid  in  a 
single  Installment  to  a  named  beneficiary 
upon  his  death  in  return  for  an  actuari¬ 
ally  equivalent  reduction  in  his  pension 
benefit.  To  the  extent  that  any  such 
death  benefit  represents  an  actuarial 
conversion  of  a  pension  benefit,  the  value 
of  such  death  benefit  will  be  Included 
within  the  definition  of  a  “pension  bene¬ 
fit.”  because  it  has  been  derived  from  the 
participant’s  pension  within  the  meaning 
of  proposed  9  2605.4(c). 
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In  some  cases  a  plan  may  simply  pro¬ 
vide  an  annuity  payable  to  a  retired  par¬ 
ticipant’s  surviving  beneficiary  upon  the 
participant’s  death.  Such  a  benefit  is  a 
"pension  benefit’’  within  the  definition  of 
proposed  S  2605.2  and  would  be  guaran¬ 
teed  up  to  the  limitations  of  §  2605.4  of 
the  proposed  regulation.  The  guarantee 
applies  to  all  such  benefits  which  arise 
from  any  retired  participant’s  death  even 
when  death  occurs  after  the  date  the 
plan  terminates. 

Some  plans  i^ovide  that  if  a  partici¬ 
pant  dies  prior  to  retirement  his  survivor 
is  entitled  to  a  spouse’s  or  child’s  pension. 
’This  pension,  like  the  pension  provided 
for  disability  retirement,  is  designed  to 
provide  a  substitute  for  the  participant’s 
earnings.  Accordingly,  the  annuity  pay¬ 
able  to  a  survivor  for  pre-retirement 
death  Is  related  to  the  participant’s  pen¬ 
sion,  within  the  meaning  of  the  definition 
of  “pension  benefit”  in  proposed  §  2605.2, 
and  will  be  guaranteed.  Also,  like  the  an¬ 
nuity  payable  for  disability  retirement, 
the  death  benefit  annuity  is  not  subject 
to  the  limitation  of  proposed  §  2605.4(a) 

(1).  However,  only  pre-retirement  death 
benefit  annuities  which  are  in  pay  status 
on  the  date  of  a  plan  termination  are 
nonforfeitable  within  the  meaning  of 
proposed  S  2605.6,  and,  therefore,  only 
such  benefits  which  are  in  pay  status  on 
the  date  of  plan  termination  are  guaran¬ 
teed. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  it  is 
proposed  to  amend  Chapter  XXVI  of 
’Title  29,  Code  of  Federal  Regulations,  by 
adding  a  new  Part  2605  to  read  as  fol¬ 
lows: 

PART  2605— GUARANTEED  BENEFITS 

Bee. 

2605.1  Purpose  and  scope. 

2605.2  Definitions. 

2605.3  Guaranteed  benefits. 

2605.4  Umltations. 

2606.5  Entitlement  to  a  benefit. 

2605.6  Determination  <rf  nonforfeitable  ben¬ 

efits. 

2605.7  Annuity  payable  for  total  disability. 

2605.8  Benefits  payable  In  a  single  Install¬ 

ment. 

Authortty:  Sec.  4002(b)  (3),  4022,  Pub.  L. 
93^106.  88  Stat.  1004,  1016-17. 

§  2605.1  Purpose  and  scope. 

(a)  The  purpose  of  this  part  is  to 
describe  those  benefits  guaranteed  under 
section  4022(a)  of  the  Act  and  to  provide 
for  the  method  of  payment  of  such 
benefits. 

(b)  ’This  part  applies  to  each  plan  for 
which  benefits  are  guaranteed  imder 
TiUerVof  the  Act. 

(c)  This  part  applies  to  each  plan  ter¬ 
mination  occurring  on  or  after  Septem¬ 
ber  2, 1974,  and  to  each  plan  termination 
which  is  subject  to  section  4082(b)  of 
the  Act. 

§  2605.2  Definitions. 

For  the  purposes  of  this  part  (unless 
otherwise  required  by  the  context) : 

"Act”  means  ’Title  TV  of  the  Em¬ 
ployee  Retlremement  Income  Security 
Act  of  1974  (29  U.S.C.  1301-1381). 

"Annuity”  means  a  series  of  level, 
periodic  payments  for  the  life  of  a  par¬ 


ticipant,  or,  with  respect  to  a  spouse  or 
dependent,  for  a  fixed  or  contingent 
period. 

"Covered  emplosrment”  means  employ¬ 
ment  with  respect  to  which  benefits  ac¬ 
crue  under  a  plan. 

“Normal  retirement  age”  means  the 
age  so  characterized  by  the  terms  of  a 
plan  or.  if  no  such  age  is  specified  in  the 
plan,  the  age  which  the  PBGC  deter¬ 
mines  on  the  basis  of  all  the  facts  and 
circumstances  is  the  normal  retirement 
age  implicit  in  the  plan. 

"Pension  benefit”  means  the  right  of 
a  participant  who  permanently  leaves  or 
has  permanently  left  covered  employ¬ 
ment,  or  his  surviving  beneficiary,  to  an 
annuity,  or  one  or  more  payments  related 
thereto,  which,  by  Itself  or  in  combina¬ 
tion  with  Social  Security,  Railroad  Re¬ 
tirement,  or  workman’s  compensation 
provides  a  level  Income  to  the  recipient. 

"PBGC”  means  the  Pension  Benefit 
Guaranty  Corporation. 

‘Tlan”  means  a  plan  providing  bene¬ 
fits  which  are  guaranteed  under  the  Act 
upon  termination  of  that  plan. 

§  260.5.3  Guaranteed  benefits. 

Except  as  otherwise  provided  in  this 
part,  the  PBCrC  will  guarantee  the 
amount,  as  of  the  date  of  the  plan  termi¬ 
nation,  of  a  benefit  provided  under  a  plan 
to  the  extent  that  the  benefit  does  not 
exceed  the  limitations  in  the  Act  and  in 
§  2605.4,  if— 

(a)  ’The  benefit  is  nonforfeitable  un¬ 
der  5  2605.6;  and 

(b)  The  benefit  qualifies  as  a  pension 
benefit  as  defined  in  §  2605.2. 

§  2605.4  Limitations. 

(a)  (1)  Notwithstanding  any  other  sec¬ 
tion  of  this  part,  and  subject  to  para¬ 
graphs  (b),  (c),  (d)  and  (e)  of  this 
section,  the  PB(i}C  will  not  guarantee 
that  part  of  an  installment  payment  that 
exceeds  the  dollar  amount  payable  as  a 
life  annuity  at  normal  retirement  age  to 
which  a  participant  would  have  been  en¬ 
titled  under  a  plan  on  the  basis  of  his 
credited  service  to  the  date  of  termina¬ 
tion  of  the  plan. 

(2)  The  limitation  of  paragraph  (a) 
(1)  of  this  section  shall  not  apply  to: 

(I)  A  survivor’s  benefit  payable  as  an 
annuity  on  account  of  the  death  of  a 
participant  which  occurs  before  the  plan 
terminates  and  before  the  participant 
retires; 

(II)  A  disability  pension  described  in 
§  2605.7  of  this  part;  or 

(ill)  Installments  which  exceed  the 
limitation  of  paragraph  (a)(1)  of  this 
section  payable  under  a  benefit  which 
provides  non-level  installments  as  a  re¬ 
sult  of  combination  with  Social  Security, 
Railroad  Retirement,  or  workman’s  com¬ 
pensation,  if  the  projected  income  over 
the  expected  life  of  the  recipient  is  actu- 
arially  equivalent  to  the  value  of  the  limi¬ 
tation  of  paragraph  (a)  (1)  of  this 
section. 

(b)  Notwithstanding  any  other  provi¬ 
sion  of  this  part,  the  PB(3C  will  not  guar¬ 
antee  the  payment  of  that  part  of  any 
benefit  which  exceeds  the  limitations  in 
section  4022(b)  of  the  Act. 


(c)  Notwithstanding  any  other  pro¬ 
vision  of  this  part,  the  PBGC  will  not 
guarantee  a  benefit  payable  in  a  single 
installment  (or  substantially  so)  upon 
the  death  of  a  participant  or  his  surviv¬ 
ing  beneficiary  imless  that  benefit  was 
actuarially  derived  from  the  pension 
benefit  payable  to  the  participant  or  sur¬ 
viving  beneficiary. 

(d)  Notwithstanding  any  other  pro¬ 
vision  of  this  part,  the  PBCXl  will  not 
guarantee  a  benefit  payable  to  other  than 
a  living  hiunan  being. 

(e)  If  an  early  retirement  benefit 
otherwise  guaranteed  by  the  provisions 
of  this  part  is  not  in  pay  status  on  the 
date  of  plan  termination,  the  PBGC  will 
guarantee  only  that  portion  of  the  bene¬ 
fit  which  is  equal  to  the  dollar  amount 
payable  as  a  life  annuity  to  which  a  par¬ 
ticipant  would  have  been  entitled  imder 
the  plan  at  normal  retirement  age  on  the 
basis  of  his  credited  service  to  the  date  of 
plan  termination,  actuarially  reduced  to 
the  age  of  the  participant  on  the  date  he 
retires. 

EARLY  RETIREMENT  ALTERNA¬ 
TIVE.  (e)  If  an  early  retirement  benefit 
otherwise  gvuiranteed  by  the  provisions 
of  this  part  is  not  in  pay  status  on  the 
date  of  notification  of  plan  termination, 
the  PBGC  toill  guarantee  only  that  por¬ 
tion  of  the  benefit  which  is  equal  to  the 
dollar  amount  payable  as  a  life  annuity 
to  which  a  participant  would  have  been 
entitled  under  the  plan  at  normal  retire¬ 
ment  age  on  the  basis  of  his  credited 
service  to  the  date  of  plan  termination, 
actuarially  reduced  to  the  age  of  the  par¬ 
ticipant  on  the  date  he  retires.  This  para¬ 
graph  shall  apply  only  to  an  employee 
who  could  continue  working  for  an  em¬ 
ployer  which  maintained  the  plan. 

§  2605.5  Entitlement  to  a  benefit. 

(a)  A  participant  or  his  surviving 
beneficiary  has  a  right  to  a  benefit  if 
under  the  provisions  of  a  plan: 

(1)  The  benefit  was  in  pay  status  on 
the  date  of  the  termination  of  the  plan. 

(2)  The  participant  elected  the  bene¬ 
fit  before  the  date  of  termination  of  the 
plan. 

(3)  Before  the  date  of  plan  termina¬ 
tion  the  participant  was  entitled  to  the 
benefit  upon  application. 

(4)  Absent  an  election  by  the  par¬ 
ticipant,  the  benefit  would  be  payable 
upon  retirement. 

(b)  If  none  of  the  conditions  set  forth 
in  paragraph  (a)  of  this  section  is  met, 
the  PBGC  will  determine  whether  the 
participant  is  entitled  to  a  benefit  on  the 
basis  of  the  provisions  of  the  plan  and 
the  circumstances  of  the  case. 

EARLY  RETIREMENT  ALTERNA¬ 
TIVE.  Change  S  2605.Sib)  to  S  260S.Sic) 
and  insert  a  new  §  2605.5 ib)  to  read  as 
follows: 

(b)  A  participant  does  not  have  a 
right  to  the  subsidized  portion  of  an 
early  retirement  benefit  where  the  em¬ 
ployee  could  continue  his  employment 
with  the  plan  sponsor  subsequent  to  plan 
termination  if  such  benefit  was  not  in 
pay  status,  or  elected  prior  to  the  date 
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participants  of  the  plan  or  their  repre¬ 
sentatives  were  notified  of  the  decision 
of  the  plan  sponsor (s)  to  terminate  the 
plan  or  such  decision  teas  otherwise  made 
public. 

§  2605.6  Delermination  of  nonforfeit¬ 
able  benefits. 

(a)  For 'the  purposes  of  this  part,  a 
benefit  payable  with  respect  to  a  par¬ 
ticipant  is  considered  to  be  nonforfeit¬ 
able,  if  on  the  date  of  termination  of  the 
plan,  the  participant  htis  satisfied  all  of 
the  conditions  required  of  him  under  the 
provisions  of  the  plan  to  establish  en- 
titlonent  to  the  benefit. 

(b)  For  the  purposes  of  this  part, 
benefits  that  become  nonforfeitable 
solely  as  a  result  of  the  termination  of  a 
plan  will  not  be  considered  as  non¬ 
forfeitable. 

(c)  A  guaranteed  benefit  payable  to  a 
spouse  is  not  considered  to  be  forfeitable 
solely  because  the  plan  provides  that  the 
benefit  will  cease  upon  the  remarriage  of 
the  spouse  or  his  attaining  a  specified 
age.  However,  the  PBGC  will  observe  the 
provisions  of  the  plan  relating  to  the 
effect  of  such  remarriage  or  attainment 
of  such  specified  age  on  the  spouse’s 
eligibility  to  continue  to  receive  benefit 
payments. 

(d)  Any  other  provision  in  a  plan  that 
the  right  to  a  benefit  in  pay  status  will 
cease  or  be  suspended  upon  the  occur¬ 
rence  of  any  specified  condition  does  not 
automatically  make  that  benefit  forfeit- 
able.  In  each  such  case  the  PBGC  will 
determine  whether  the  benefits  were  for¬ 
feitable. 

(e)  A  benefit  guaranteed  under 
S  2605.7  shall  not  be  considered  forfeit- 
able  solely  because  the  plan  provides 
that  upon  recovery  of  the  participant 
the  benefit  will  cease. 

§  2605.7  Annuity  payable  for  total  dis¬ 
ability. 

(a)  Except  as  provided  in  paragraph 

(b)  of  this  section,  an  annuity  which 
is  payable  under  the  terms  of  a  plan  on 
account  of  the  total  and  permanent  dis¬ 
ability  of  a  participant  that  is  expected 
to  last  for  the  life  of  the  participant  is 
considered  to  be  a  pension  benefit. 

(b)  In  any  case  in  which  the  PBCKI! 
determines  that  the  standards  for  d^r- 
tnining  such  total  and  .permanent  dis¬ 
ability  under  a  plan  were  unreasonable, 
or  were  modified  in  anUcipation  of  ter¬ 
mination  of  the  plan,  the  disability  bene¬ 
fits  under  the  plan  will  not  be  guaran¬ 
teed  to  a  participant  unless  he  meets  the 
standards  of  the  Social  Security  Act  (42 
U.S.C.  421)  and  the  regulations  there¬ 
under  for  determining  total  and  per¬ 
manent  disability. 

(c)  For  the  purpose  of  this  section,  a 
participant  may  be  required,  upon  the 
request  of  the  PBGC,  to  submit  to  an 
examination  or  to  submit  proof  of  con¬ 
tinued  total  and  permanent  disability.  If 
the  PBGC  finds  that  a  participant  has 
recovered,  it  may  suspend,  modify,  or 
discontinue  the  payment  of  a  benefit 
under  this  part 


§  2605.8  Benefits  payable  in  a  single 
installment. 

(a)  If  a  benefit  which  is  otherwise 
guaranteed  under  this  part,  is  payable 
under  the  terms  of  the  plan,  or  an  op¬ 
tion  elected  under  the  plan  by  the  par¬ 
ticipant.  in  a  single  installment  (or  sub¬ 
stantially  so),  the  PBGC  will  guarantee 
an  alternative  benefit,  if  any,  in  that 
plan  which  provides  for  the  payment  of 
equal  periodic  installments  for  the  life 
of  the  recipient. 

(b)  Notwithstanding  paragraph  (a)  of 
this  section,  in  any  case  in  which  the 
value  of  a  guaranteed  benefit  is  $1,750 
or  less,  or  in  smy  case  in  which  the  PBGC 
has  issued  a  notice  of  sufBciwicy  pursu¬ 
ant  to  section  4041  of  the  Act,  the  total 
value  of  a  benefit  may  be  paid  in  a  single 
payment. 

(c)  Notwithstanding  paragraph  (a) 
of  this  section,  a  benefit  payable  solely 
in  a  single  installment  on  accoimt  of  the 
death  of  a  participant  which  is  other¬ 
wise  guaranteed  by  the  provisions  of  this 
part,  shall  be  paid  by  the  PBGC  as  an 
annuity  which  has  the  same  value  as  the 
single  installment.  The  PBGC  will  in  each 
case  determine  the  duration  of  the  an¬ 
nuity  based  on  all  the  facts  and  circum¬ 
stances. 

Issued  in  Washington.  D.C.  on  this 
30th  day  of  May,  1975. 

John  T.  Dunlop, 
Chairman,  Board  of  Directors. 

Pension  Benefit  Guaranty  Corporation. 

Issued  on  the  date  set  forth  above,  pur¬ 
suant  to  a  resolution  of  the  Board  of 
Directors  approving  these  proposed  regu¬ 
lations  and  authorizing  its  (Chairman  to 
issue  same. 

Henry  Bose, 

Secretary,  Pension  Benefit 
Guaranty  Corporation. 

[TO  Doc.76-14872  FUed  6-4-76:8:46  am]  ^ 


SMALL  BUSINESS 
ADMJNISTRATION 

[  13  CFR  Part  121  ] 

SMALL  BUSINESS  SIZE  STANDARDS 
Certain  Definitions 

TTie  rapid  acceleration  of  inflation 
during  the  past  several  years  has  added 
emphasis  to  the  fact  that  many  of  the 
Sniall  Business  Administration  size 
standards  expressed  in  terms  of  dollars 
<“annual  receipts.**  “average  annual 
receipts,"  “assets,**  “net  worth,”  “average 
net  income")  have  become  distorted. 
Over  the  past  decade,  the  pace  of  price 
increases  rose  by  more  than  double  the 
rate  of  increase  during  the  preceding 
16-year  period.  While  some  of  the  size 
standards  which  were  adopted  20  years, 
ago  are  still  in  effect,  the  general  price 
level  rose  by  almost  90  percent:  thus, 
many  conoems  that,  during  the  infla¬ 
tionary  period  have  had  no  Increase  in 
tmstness  in  terms  of  unit  sales,  may  have 
lo^  their  eligibility  for  asslstonce  under 
the  Small  Business  Act  simply  because 
of  changes  In  the  value  of  the  dollar. 


In  view  of  the  above,  the  Small  Busi¬ 
ness  Administration  proposes  to  adjust 
upward  those  definitions  of  small  busi¬ 
ness  expressed  in  terms  of  dollars  in 
order  to  account  for  the  effects  of  in¬ 
flation  during  the  years  that  such  stand¬ 
ards  have  been  in  effect.  It  is  to  be  noted 
that  the  standard  changes  herein  pro¬ 
posed  are  only  to  adjust  standards  to 
correct  obsolescence  caused  by  inflation. 
The  Small  Business  Administration  will 
continue  to  conduct  economic  reviews  of 
particular  industries  and  take  anpro- 
prlate  action  on  petitions  for  increases  or 
reduction  of  particular  standards. 

In  determining  what  new  standards  to 
propose  in  order  to  account  for  the  ad¬ 
verse  effects  of  inflation,  we  have  utlM^ed 
the  yearly  GNP  Implicit  Price  De¬ 
flator  promulgated  bv  the  DeT'artment 
of  Commerce.  The  GNP  Deflator  is  the 
broadest  single  measure  of  Inflation.  It 
measures  price  changes  in  the  total  na¬ 
tional  output  of  goods  and  services  in 
terms  of  the  expenditures  by  which  those 
goods  are  acquired.  These  expenditures 
cover  personal  consumption,  business  in¬ 
vestment,  and  government  purchases. 

The  GNP  Price  Deflators  for  each  of 
the  past  22  years  and  the  percent  in¬ 
crease  in  the  GNP  Deflator  from  each 
such  year  to  date  are  as  follows : 


Ores*  Percent 

national  Increase 

Year  prtduct  from 

price  year  to 

deflator  •  present  * 


IMS . . .  88.33  02.7 

1954  .  89.63  89.9 

19.V> .  90.86  87.8 

1956  .  9.3.99  81.1 

1957  .  97.49  74.6 

IMS .  100.00  70.2 

1M9 .  101.66  €7.4 

1960  .  103.29  64.8 

1961  .  104.62  62.7 

1962  .  105.78  60.9 

1963  .  107.17  56.8 

1964  .  108.86  96.8 

ms . . .  iiase  63.6 

1966  .  113.94  49.4 

1967  .  117.  .59  44.7 

1968  .  122.80  39.1 

1969  .  128.20  82.7 

1970  .  135.24  25.8 

1971  .  141. 35  20. 4 

1972  .  146.2  16.5 

1973  .  1.54.31  10.3 

1974  .  •  170. 18 . 


'  Source;  Economic  Report  of  the  President,  Feb.  1976, 
p.  254.  (Based  on  data  iroin  the  Department  of  Com- 
uieroe,  Boreou  of  Eoonomlc  Anaiysit.) 

*  Source ;  Survey  of  Current  Business.  Mar. 
1975,  p.  S-2. 

•  Present,  1874. 

The  methodology  utilized  in  deter¬ 
mining  what  new  standard  to  propose  is 
as  follows: 

1.  Determine  the  year  in  which  each 
“dollar"  standard  was  adopted. 

2.  Determine  the  GNP  Deflator  for  that 
year. 

3.  Determine  the  percent  of  incresise 
in  the  GNP  Deflator  from  that  year  to 
date. 

4.  Increase  the  size  standard  by  the 
determined  percentage  rounded  off  im  to 
the  nearest  $500,000  for  admlulstratiTe 
purposes. 

Utilizing  the  above  methodology,  the 
Small  Business  Adminlstimtlon  pn^oses 
to  suijust  the  “dollar"  siae  standards  as 
follows: 
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%  Increase  in  CKP 

Current  Year  Price  Deflatov  From  Proposed 
Inilostrv  Standard  Adopted  Such  year  to  Pate  Standard 

FIHAWCIAL  ASSISTANCE  STATOARDS 

Petall 


Pctall,  Kot  Elsewhere 


Defined 

$1.0  mil. 

1954 

89.9 

$  2.0  mil. 

SIC  5271,  Mobile  Homes 

3.0  mil. 

1973 

10.3 

3.5  mil. 

5311,  Dept.  Stores 

5.0  mil. 

1967 

44.7 

7.5  mil. 

5331,  Variety  Stores 

2.0  mil. 

1967 

44.7 

3.0  mil. 

5411,  Grocery  Stores 

5.0  mil. 

1967 

44.7 

7.5  mil. 

5423(a),  Meat 

Markets 

5.0  mil. 

1967 

44.7 

7.5  roil. 

5511,  Motor  Vehicles 
(New  and  Used) 

5.0  mil. 

1970 

25.9 

6.5  mil. 

5521,  Motor  Vehicles 
(Used  Only) 

5.0  mil. 

1970 

25.9 

6.5  mil. 

Indus  t  rv 

Current 

Standard 

Year 

Adopted 

%  Increase  in  GNP 
Price  Deflator  From 
Such  Year  to  Date 

Proposed 

Standard 

SIC  5599 (o).  Aircraft 

$3.0  mil. 

1964 

56.3 

$  5.0  mil. 

5611,  Mens  &  Boys 
Clothinf,  and 
Furnishings 

1.5  mil. 

1967 

44.7 

2.5  mil. 

5621,  Womens  Ready 
to  Wear 

1.5  mil. 

1967 

44.7 

2.5  mil. 

5651,  Family  Cloth¬ 
ing  Stores 

1.5  mil. 

1967 

44.7 

2.5  mil. 

5661,  Shoe  Stores 

1.5  mil. 

1967 

44.7 

2.5  mil. 

5722,  Household 
Appliance 

Stores 

1.5  mil. 

1967 

44.7 

2.5  mil. 

5732,  Radio  and  Tele¬ 
vision  Stores 

1.5  mil. 

1967 

44,7 

2.5  mil. 

5961,  Mail-Order 
Houses 

5.0  mil. 

1967 

44.7 

7.5  mil. 

Wholesale 

Wholesale,  Hot  Else- 
vhere  Defined 

5.0  mil. 

1954 

09.9 

9.5  all. 

SIC  5012,  Automobile  and 
Motor  Vehicles 

15.0  mil. 

1967 

44.7 

22.0  all. 

5014,  Tires  and 

Tubes 

15.0  mil. 

1967 

44.7 

22.0  all. 

5023(a),  Home  Furnish¬ 
ings,  Floor  10.0  mil* 

Coverings 

1967 

44,7 

14.5  all. 

5039,  Constructlos 
Materials, 

10.0  ail. 

1967 

44.7 

14.5  mfl. 

n.e.c. 
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TridtintTV 

Current 

.St.indard 

Tear 

Adopted 

%  Increase  in  GNP 
Frlce  Deflator  From 
Such  Year  to  Date 

Proposed 

Standard 

Computer  Procramming 
Services 

$  3.0  mil. 

1968 

39.1 

$  4.0  mil. 

Flight  Tratnins  Services 

5.0  mil. 

1968 

39.1 

7.0  mil. 

Motorcar  Rental  and 
Lca.slpg  Sein'lcca 
Including  Truck 

Rental  and  Leasing 
Services 

5.0  mil* 

1968 

39.1 

7.0  roil. 

Tire  Recapping  Servicea 

3.0  mil. 

1968 

39.1 

4.0  roil. 

Lata  rroccsplng  .Services 

3.0  mil* 

1963 

39.1 

4.0  roil. 

Computer  Maintenance 
Services 

5.0  mil. 

1968 

39.1 

7.0  mil. 

fexvicea  Requiring  Use 
of  Helicopter  or 

Fixed  Wing  Aircraft 

3.0  roil. 

1974 

10.3^ 

3.5  roil. 

Trucking  (Local  or  Long 
Distance),  Warehousing, 
Tacking  and  Crating, 
or  Freight  Fon/arding 

5,0  mil. 

1969 

32.7 

7.0  roil. 

Interested  parties  may  file  with  the 
Small  Business  Administration,  on  or 
before  July  7, 1975,  written  statements  of 
facts,  opinions,  or  argiunents  concern¬ 
ing  the  proposal. 

All  correspondence  shall  be  addressed 
to: 

William  L.  Pellington. 

Director.  Size  Standards  Divi¬ 
sion.  Small  Business  Adminis¬ 
tration.  1441  L  Street  NW., 
Washington,  D.C.  20416. 

(AU  SBA  programs  listed  la  the  Catalog  of 
Federal  Domestic  Assistance  Programs  under 
Nos.  69.001-59.018) 

Thomas  S.  Kleppe, 
Administrator. 

Dated:  May  23,  1975. 

[FR  Doc.75-14482  Piled  6-4-76:8:45  am] 

DEPARTMENT  OF  LABOR 
Wage  and  Hour  Division 
[  29  CFR  Part  570  ] 

EMPLOYMENT  OF  MINORS  BETWEEN  14 
AND  16  YEARS  OF  AGE 

Work  Experience  and  Career  Exploration 
Programs 

It  is  proposed  to  contmue  indefinitely 
on  a  permanent  basis  the  Work  Experi¬ 
ence  and  Career  Exploration  Programs 
which  have  been  conducted  on  an  experi¬ 
mental  basis  since  1969.  This  proposal 
varies  some  provisions  of  the  Child  Labor 
Regulations  for  the  employment  of  mi¬ 
nors  between  14  and  16  years  of  age  en¬ 
rolled  in  and  employed  pursuant  to 
school-supervised  and  school-adminis¬ 
tered  work  experience  and  career  explo¬ 
ration  programs. 

A  3-year  experimental  work  experience 
and  career  exploration  program  was  ini¬ 


tiated  in  1969  under  the  administration 
of  the  Department  of  Labor  in  conjunc¬ 
tion  with  the  State  education  agencies 
in  13  states.  While  an  evaluation  of  the 
program  during  the  initial  period  indi¬ 
cated  that  it  was  beneficial  in  character, 
there  was  no  hard  information  as  to 
whether  participtants  in  some  cases  dis¬ 
placed  a  regular  employee  of  a  partici¬ 
pating  establishment  and  no  data  to 
show  what  proportion  of  program  par¬ 
ticipants  remained  in  school.  The  pro¬ 
gram  was  extended  in  January  1974  for 
an  additional  study  period  ending 
June  30.  1975  in  order  to  obtain  addi¬ 
tional  data  for  a  considered  final  deter¬ 
mination  as  to  whether  the  program 
would  be  continued  in  the  same  or  in  a 
modified  form  or  discontinued.  During 
the  period  since  January  1974  a  compre¬ 
hensive  study  of  the  WECEP  experimen¬ 
tal  program  was  conducted  under  the 
auspices  of  the  Department  of  Labor. 
The  study  focused  on,  among  other 
things,  school  retention,  educational 
benefits  and  displacement  of  regular 
workers  by  participants  in  the  program. 

The  findings  of  the  study  show  that 
limited  labor  market  experience  in  a 
controlled  school  setting  can  improve  the 
educational  performance  of  14-  and  15- 
year- old  students  who  are  dropout  prone 
or  who  otherwise  suffer  educational  dis¬ 
abilities.  The  evaluation  further  indi¬ 
cated  that  the  program  has  no  negative 
effects  but  many  positive  impacts  on  stu¬ 
dents’  scholastic  performance  and  at¬ 
tendance  records.  The  marked  reduction 
in  absence  and  tardiness  for  program 
participants  is  a  valid  indication  of  im¬ 
proved  potential  for  retention  of  stu¬ 
dents  in  school. 

'The  experimental  program  also  estab¬ 
lished  that  on  the  average  the  optimum 
hours,  the  point  at  which  students  attain 


the  greatest  educational  benefits,  are 
somewhat  fewer  than  the  maximum 
hours  of  employment  of  4  per  school  day 
and  28  per  week  used  in  the  Initial  ex¬ 
periment.  Since  January  1974  the  per¬ 
missible  hours  of  employment  under  the 
extended  experimental  program  have 
been  3  hours  on  a  school  day  and  23 
hours  during  weeks  when  school  is  in 
session.  The  proposed  permanent  pro¬ 
gram  would  continue  this  schedule  of 
maximum  hours. 

Another  conclusion  of  the  study  indi¬ 
cates  that  under  the  WECEP  program 
there  is  no  displacement  effect  without 
a  subminimum  wage.  Further,  the  study 
shows  that  with  a  subminimum  wage 
rate  authorized  for  WECEP  enrollees 
there  is  some  slight  displacement  effect 
with  respect  to  16  to  19  year-old  workers 
and  even  less  displacement  with  respect 
to  adult  workers. 

In  1972  in  order  to  prevent  curtail- 
mentof  employment  opportunities  for 
WECEP  program  participants  provision 
was  made  for  the  emplosunent  of  WECEP 
participants  at  subminimum  wage  rates. 
During  fiscal  year  1973,  approximately 
22%  of  the  students  in  the  program  were 
employed  at  subminimum  wage  rates 
under  special  student-learner  certifi¬ 
cates.  Many  of  these  students  had  their 
wages  Increased  to  the  statutory  mini¬ 
mum  wage  or  higher  before  the  end  of 
the  year.  During  fiscal  year  1975  such 
certificates  were  issued  for  approxi¬ 
mately  12%  of  the  students  employed  in 
the  program.  The  decrease  in  the  utili¬ 
zation  of  the  certificates  at  the  same 
time  the  statutory  minimum  wage  rate 
was  Increased  effective  May  1,  1974  in¬ 
dicates  that  a  special  minimum  wage 
rate  is  not  necessary  to  prevent  the  cur¬ 
tailment  of  opportunities  for  employ¬ 
ment  in  this  program.  Accordingly, 
§  520.12,  which  authorized  the  issuance 
of  certificates  for  program  participants, 
will  not  be  reinstated  upon  its  expira¬ 
tion  on  June  30,  1975. 

The  proposed  regulation  provides  for 
the  State  Educational  Agency  to  obtain 
approval  of  a  State  program  which 
meets  certain  criteria  that  are  indica¬ 
tive  of  a  program  that  does  not  interfere 
with  the  schooling  or  health  and  well¬ 
being  of  the  minors  involved.  Programs 
would  be  approved  for  a  period  of  2 
years,  at  the  end  of  which  period  a  new 
application  would  have  to  be  filed.  The 
State  Educational  Agency  would  be  re¬ 
sponsible  for  keeping  certain  records  and 
making  them  available  for  inspection  or 
transcription  to  representatives  of  the 
Wage  and  Hour  Division. 

The  regulation  proposes  to  permit  em¬ 
ployment  in  any  occupation  permitted 
for  14-  and  15-year-old  youths  as  well 
as  any  occupation  (other  than  manu¬ 
facturing,  mining  or  one  declared 
hazardous  by  the  Secretary  of  Labor) 
for  which  approval  has  been  granted  by 
the  Administrator  of  the  Wage  and  Hour 
Division.  Program  enrollees  would  be 
permitted  employment  for  as  many  as 
23  hours  a  we^  when  school  is  in  session 
and  as  many  as  3  hours  on  a  school  day. 
any  portion  of  which  could  be  during 
school  hours. 
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Interested  persons  may  submit  written 
comments,  suggestions,  data  or  argu¬ 
ments  concerning  the  following  pro¬ 
posal  to  the  Administrator,  Wage  and 
Hour  Division,  U.S.  Department  of 
Labor,  Washington,  D.C.  20210,  on  or 
before  July  7, 1975. 

Section  570.35a  of  Title  29  of  the  Code 
of  Federal  Regulations  is  proposed  to  be 
revised  to  read  as  follows: 

§  570.35a  Work  experience  and  career 
exploration  programs. 

(a)  This  section  varies  some  provi¬ 
sions  of  this  subpart  for  the  employ¬ 
ment  of  minors  between  14  and  16  years 
of  age  who  are  enrolled  in  and  employed 
pursuant  to  a  school -supervised  and 
school-administered  work-experience 
and  career  exploration  program  which 
meets  the  requirements  of  paragraph 

(b)  of  this  section,  in  the  occupations 
permitted  under  paragraph  (c)  of  this 
section,  and  for  the  periods  and  under 
the  conditions  specified  in  paragraph 
(d)  of  this  section.  With  these  safe¬ 
guards,  such  employment  is  found  not 
to  interfere  with  the  schooling  of  the 
minors  or  with  their  health  and  well¬ 
being  and  therefore  is  not  deemed  to  be 
oppressive  child  labor. 

(b) (1)  A  school -super  yised  and  school- 
administered  work-experience  and  c&- 
reer  exploration  program  shall  meet  the 
educational  standards  established  and 
approved  by  the  State  Educational 
Agency  in  the  respective  State. 

(2)  The  State  Educational  Agency 
shall  file  with  the  Administrator  of  the 
Wage  and  Hour  Division  a  letter  of  ap¬ 
plication  for  approval  of  a  State  pro¬ 
gram  as  one  not  interfering  with  school¬ 
ing  or  with  the  health  and  well-being  of 
the  minors  involved  and  therefore  not 
constituting  oiHJressive  child  labor.  The 
application  must  include  information 
concerning  the  criteria  listed  in  subpara¬ 
graph  (3)  of  this  paragraph.  The  Ad¬ 
ministrator  of  the  Wage  and  Hour  Divi¬ 
sion  shall  approve  the  application,  or 
give  prompt  notice  of  any  denial  and  the 
reasons  therefor, 

(3)  The  criteria  to  be  used  in  consid¬ 
eration  of  applications  are  the  following: 

(i)  Eligibility.  Any  student  aged  14  or 
15  years  who  authoritative  local  school 
personnel  identify  as  being  able  to  bene¬ 
fit  from  the  program  shall  be  eligible  to 
participate. 

(ii)  Credits.  Students  shall  receive 
school  credits  for  both  in-school  related 
instruction  and  on-the-Job  experience. 

(iii)  Size.  Esu:h  program  unit  shall  be 
a  reasonable  size.  A  milt  of  12  to  25  stu¬ 
dents  to  one  teacher-coordinator  would 
be  generally  considered  reasonable. 
Whether  other  sizes  are  reasonable 
would  depend  upon  the  indiiddual  facts 
and  circumstances  involved. 

(iv)  Instructional  schedule.  There 
shaU  be  (a)  allotted  time  for  the  re¬ 
quired  classroom  instruction  in  those 
subjects  necessary  for  graduation  imder 
the  State’s  standards  and  (b)  regularly 
scheduled  classroom  periods  of  instruc¬ 
tion  devoted  to  job-related  and  to  em¬ 
ployability  skill  instruction. 


(v)  Teacher -coordinator.  Each  pro¬ 
gram  unit  shall  be  imder  the  supervision 
of  a  school  official  to  be  designated  for 
the  purpose  of  the  program  as  a  teacher- 
coordinator,  who  shall  generafiy  super¬ 
vise  the  program  and  coordinate  the 
work  and  education  aspects  of  the  pro¬ 
gram  and  make  regularly  scheduled 
visits  to  the  work  stations. 

(vi)  Written  training  agreement.  No 
student  shall  participate  in  the  pro¬ 
gram  until  there  has  been  made  a  writ¬ 
ten  training  agreement  signed  by  the 
teacher-coordinator,  the  employer,  and 
the  student.  The  agreement  shall  also  be 
signed  or  otherwise  consented  to  by  the 
student’s  parent  or  guardian. 

(vii)  Other  provisions.  Any  other  pro¬ 
visions  of  the  program  providing  safe¬ 
guards  ensuring  that  the  employment 
permitted  under  this  section  will  not  in¬ 
terfere  with  the  schooling  of  the  minors 
or  with  their  health  and  well-being  may 
also  be  submitted  for  use  in  consideration 
of  the  application. 

(4)  Every  State  Educational  Agency 
having  students  in  a  program  approved 
pursuant  to  the  requirements  of  this  sec¬ 
tion  shall  comply  with  the  following: 

(i)  Permissible  occupations.  No  stu¬ 
dent  shall  be  assigned  to  work  in  any 
occupation  other  than  one  permitted 
under  paragraph  (c)  of  this  section. 

(ii)  Records  and  reports.  ’The  names 
and  addresses  of  each  school  enrolling 
work  experience  and  career  exploration 
program  students  and  the  number  of 
enrollees  in  each  unit  shall  be  kept  at  the 
State  Educational  Agency  office.  A  copy 
of  the  written  training  agreement  for 
each  student  participating  in  the  pro¬ 
gram  shall  be  kept  in  the  State  Educa¬ 
tional  Agency  office  or  in  the  local  edu¬ 
cational  office.  The  records  required  for 
this  paragraph  shall  be  kept  for  a  period 
of  3  years  from  the  date  of  enrollment  in 
the  program  and  shall  be  made  available 
for  inspection  or  transcription  to  the 
representatives  of  the  Administrator  of 
the  Wage  and  Hour  Division. 

(c)  Employment  of  minors  enrolled  in 
a  proEo^am  approved  pursuant  to  the  re¬ 
quirements  of  this  section  shall  be  per¬ 
mitted  in  all  occupations  except  the 
following : 

(1)  Manufacturing  and  mining. 

(2)  Occupations  declared  to  be  haz¬ 
ardous  for  the  employment  of  minors 
between  16  and  18  years  of  age  in  Sub¬ 
part  E  of  this  part,  and  occupations  in 
agriculture  declared  to  be  hazardous  for 
employment  of  minors  below  the  age  of 
16  in  Subpart  E-1  of  this  part. 

(3)  Occupations  other  than  those  per¬ 
mitted  under  §§  570.33  and  570.34,  except 
upon  arrival  of  a  variation  in  individ¬ 
ual  cases  or  classes  of  cases  by  the  Ad¬ 
ministrator  of  the  Wage  and  Hour  Divi¬ 
sion  after  notice  to  interested  persons 
and  opportunity  to  be  heard.  Any  such 
variation  of  general  application  shall  be 
published  as  an  amendment  to  this  sub¬ 
part.  Applications  for  such  approval  may 
be  Included  with  the  application  for  ap¬ 
proval  of  the  program;  or  filed  specifical¬ 
ly  under  S  570.38.  Such  applicatiems  shall 
be  processed  imder  §  570.38. 


(d)  Employment  of  minors  enrolled  in 
a  program  approved  pursuant  to  the  re¬ 
quirement  of  this  section  shall  be  con¬ 
fined  to  not  more  than  23  hours  in  any  1 
week  when  school  is  in  session  and  not 
more  than  3  hours  in  any  day  when 
school  is  in  session,  any  portion  of  which 
may  be  during  school  hours.  Insofar  as 
these  provisions  are  inconsistent  with  the 
provisions  of  §  570.35,  this  section  shall 
be  controlling. 

(e)  Programs  shall  be  in  force  and 
effect  for  a  period  of  (2)  school  years 
from  the  date  of  their  approval  by  the 
Administrator  of  the  Wage  and  Hour 
Division.  A  new  application  for  approval 
must  be  filed  at  the  end  of  that  period. 
Failure  to  meet  the  requirements  of  this 
section  may  result  in  withdrawal  of 
approval. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  2nd 
day  of  June  1975. 

Bernard  E.  DeLury, 
Assistant  Secretary  of  Labor. 

[FR  Doc.75-14748  PUed  6-4-76:8:46  am] 

DEPARTMENT  OF  JUSTICE 
Drug  Enforcement  Administration 
[21  CFR  Part  1308] 

SCHEDULES  OF  CONTROLLED 
SUBSTANCES 

Proposai  To  Except  Librax  and  Menrium 
From  Schedule  IV 

On  September  8,  1971,  Hoffman-La 
Roche,  Inc.,  Nutley,  New  Jersey,  sub¬ 
mitted  petitions  to  the  Bureau  of  Nar¬ 
cotics  and  Dangerous  Drugs  (BNDD), 
predecessor  agency  of  the  Drug  Enforce¬ 
ment  Administration,  requesting  BNDD 
to  except  its  prescription  products,  Li¬ 
brax  and  Menrium,  from  any  Schedule  in 
which  chlordlazepoxlde  would  be  placed. 
Chlordiazepoxide  is  a  component  in  the 
Librax  and  Menrium  formulations.  The 
petitions  were  submitted  in  relation  to 
earlier  control  proceedings  regarding 
chlordiazepoxide,  and  have  been  reeval¬ 
uated  with  respect  to  the  present  control 
proceeding. 

The  Administrator,  after  considering 
the  above  petitions  of  Hoffman-La 
Roche,  Inc.  concerning  Librax  and  Men¬ 
rium,  and  supporting  data  and  materials, 
has  determined  and  hereby  find  that 
Librax  and  Menrium  are  preparations 
which  contain  chlordiazepoxide,  a  de¬ 
pressant  listed  in  21  CFR  1308.14(b),  as 
amended,  and  other  ingredients  in  such 
(x>mbinations,  quantity,  preparation  or 
concentration  so  as  to  vitiate  the  poten¬ 
tial  for  abuse  of  chlordiazepoxide. 

By  virtue  thereof,  and  in  accordance 
with  and  pursuant  to  section  202(d)  of 
the  Comprehensive  Drug  Abuse  Preven¬ 
tion  and  Control  Act  of  1970,  and  under 
the  authority  vested  in  the  Attorney 
General  by  sections  301  and  501  (b)  of 
the  Act  (21  UB.C.  821,  871(b))  and 
delegated  to  the  Administrator  of  the 
Drug  Enforcement  Administration  by 
§  0.100  of  'nUe  28  of  the  Code  of  Federal 
Regulations  (See  38  FR  18380,  July  2, 
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1973),  the  Administrator  hereby  propocies  the  following  eOccepted  prescription 
that  Part  1308  of  Title  21  of  the  Code  of  drugs: 

Moot:  •*  “  gl308.J2  Ex..p.«l  compound,. 

Section  1308.32(b)  is  amended  by  add-  •  •  •  •  • 

ing,  In  appropriate  alphabetical  order,  (b)  •  •  • 

Excepted  preeeriptUm  drug* 


Trkde  name  or  other  CompodUon  Manufacturer  or  suppliers 

designation 


•  •  •  •  •  •  •  • 

Libraz . . . . Capsule;  Chlordlarepoxlde  hydrochloride  6  mg,  and  elldl-  Rocbo  Laboratories. 

^um  bromide  2.5  mg. 

•  •••••• 

Meurium  5-2 _ .........  Tablet;  Chlordlasepoxide  6  mg,  and  water-soluble  eeteri-  Do. 

Bed  estrogens  0.2  mg. 

Menrlum  6-4 . Tablet;  Chlordlaeepoxlde  6  mg,  and  watersoluble  esterl-  Do. 

fled  estrogens  0.4  mg. 

Menrlum  10-4 . Tablet;  Chlordlatepoilde  10  mg,  and  water-sMuble  esterl-  Do. 

fled  estrogens  0.4  mg. 


•  ••••• 


All  interested  persons  are  invited  to 
submit  their  comments  or  objections  in 
writing  regarding  this  proposal  to  amend 
21  CFR  1308.32.  The  comments  or  ob¬ 
jections  should  state  with  particularity 
the  issues  concerning  which  the  person 
desires  to  be  heard.  Comments  and  ob¬ 
jections  ^ould  be  submitted  in  quln- 


tuplicate  to  the  Hearing  Clerk.  OfiBce  of 
the  Administrative  Law  Judge.  Drug  En¬ 
forcement  Administration.  Department 
of  Justice.  Room  1130,  1405  Eye  Street, 
NW,  Washington,  D.C.  20537,  and  must 
be  received  no  later  than  July  IS.  1975. 

In  the  event  that  an  interested  party 
submits  objections  to  this  proposal  which 


present  reasonable  grounds  for  this  rule 
not  to  be  finalized  and  requests  a  hear¬ 
ing  in  accordance  with  21  CFR  1308.45, 
the  party  will  be  notified  by  registered 
mail  that  a  hearing  on  these  objections 
will  be  held  as  soon  as  the  matter  may  be 
heard  at  the  Drug  Enforcement  Admin¬ 
istration,  1405  Eye  Street,  NW,  Wash¬ 
ington.  D.C.  20537.  If  objections  sub¬ 
mitted  do  not  present  such  reasonable 
grounds,  the  party  will  be  so  advised  by 
registered  mail. 

If  no  objections  presenting  reasonable 
grounds  for  a  hearing  on  the  proposal 
are  received  within  the  time  limitations, 
and  all  interested  parties  waive  or  are 
deemed  to  waive  their  opportunity  for 
the  hearing  or  to  participate  in  the 
hearing,  the  Administrator  may,  with¬ 
out  a  hearing,  and.  after  giving  consid- 
^tion  to  written  comments,  issue  his 
nnal  order  piu*suant  to  21  CFR  1308.48 
without  a  hearing. 

Dated:  May  29.  1975. 

John  R.  Bartels,  Jr.. 

Administrator, 

Drug  Enforcement  Administration. 

[FR  Doc.76-14d33  FUed  8-4-75:8:46  am] 
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TM«  sactton  of  the  FEDERAL  REGISTER  contains  documents  othe  r  than  rulee  or  proposed  rules  that  are  applicable  to  the  public.  Noticas 
of  Hearims  attd  investigttions,  committee  meetings,  agency  decisions  and  ruiings,  deiegations  of  authority,  filing  of  petitions  and  applications 
•Nd  agency  statements  of  organization  and  functions  are  exampies  of  documents  appearing  iit  this  section. 


DEPARTMENT  OF  STATE 

(Public  Notice  CM-5/681 

SHIPPING  COORDINATING  COMMITTEE. 

SUBCOMMITTEE  ON  SAFETY  OF  LIFE  AT 

SEA 

Meeting 

The  working  group  on  ship  design  and 
equipment  of  thp  Subcommittee  on  Safe¬ 
ty  of  Life  at  Sea  (SOLAS)  will  hold  an 
open  meeting  on  Thursday.  June  26, 
1975,  at  10  ajn.  in  Room  8240  of  the  De-» 
partment  of  Transportation,  400  Seventh 
Street.  SW,  Washington,  D.C. 

The  purpose  of  this  meeting  Is  to  dis¬ 
cuss  the  agenda  for  the  14th  session  of 
the  Intergovernmental  Maritime  Con¬ 
sultative  Ck'ganization  (IMCO)  Ship 
Design  and  Equipment  Subcommittee 
scheduled  to  meet  September  8-12,  1975 
in  London.  The  principal  items  on  that 
agenda  are: 

1.  Safety  measures  for  special  purpose 
Ships,  Including  offshore  drilling  unite,  train* 
Ing  and  research  vessels  and  offshore  supply 
veesels, 

2.  Shlpbome  barges  and  barge  carriers, 

3.  Draft  requirements  for  segregated  bal¬ 
last  tankers  under  150  meters  in  length,  and 

4.  Basic  requirements  for  machinery  In¬ 
stallations. 

Requests  for  further  Information  on 
the  meeting  should  be  directed  to  Cap¬ 
tain  D.  J.  Linde.  Chairman,  of  the  work¬ 
ing  group  on  ship  design  and  equipment. 
United  States  Coast  Guard  (G-MMT/ 
82),  Washington,  D.C.  20590.  He  may  be 
reached  by  telephone  on  (area  code  202) 
426-2170. 

Members  of  the  public  may  submit 
written  comments  to  the  Chairman  prior 
to  June  19.  The  Chairman  will,  as  time 
permits,  entertain  oral  comments  from 
members  of  the  public  attending  the 
meeting. 

Dated:  June  2, 1975. 

John  P.  Steinmetz, 

Acting  Director, 
Office  of  Maritime  Affairs. 

(PR  Doc.  75-14738  Piled  8-4-75:8:46  am] 


Agency  for  International  Development 

KHMER  REPUBLIC  AND  REPUBLIC  OF 
VIETNAM 

Notice  of  Vesting  of  Title  Under  A.I.D. 

Regulation  1 

Pursuant  to  the  authority  delegated  to 
me  the  Administrator  of  the  Agency 
for  International  Development,  and  in 
accordance  with  section  605  of  the  For¬ 
eign  Assistance  Act  of  1961,  as  amended, 
and  the  provisions  of  AJD.  Regulation 
1, 1 201.44, 1  have  taken  the  necessary  ac¬ 


tion  to  vest  title  to  all  A.I.D. -financed 
commodities  subject  to  the  provisions  of 
A.I.D.  Regulation  1  in  transit  to  the 
Khmer  Republic  and  the  Republic  of 
Vietnam.  With  respect  to  the  Khmer  Re¬ 
public,  vesting  action  was  taken  April  12. 
1975.  With  respect  to  the  Republic  of 
Vietnam,  vesting  action  was  taken  on 
April  30,  1975. 

Dated:  May  22, 1975. 

William  C.  Schmeisser,  Jr., 

Director,  Office  of 
Commoditp  Management, 
(PR  Doc.76-14739  Plied  6-4-75:8:45  am] 


DEPARTME^  OF  THE  TREASURY 

Office  of  the  Secretary 

NON-POWERED  MECHANICS’  TOOLS 
FROM  JAPAN 

Withholding  of  Appraisement  and  Notice  of 

Tentative  Discontinuance  of  Antidump* 

Ing  Investigation 

Information  was  received  on  August  5, 
1974,  that  non-powered  hand  tools  from 
Japan  were  being  sold  at  less  than  fair 
value  within  the  meaning  of  the  Anti¬ 
dumping  Act,  1921,  as  amended  (19  U.S.C. 
160  et  seq.)  (referred  to  in  this  notice  as 
“the  Act”).  This  information  was  the 
subject  of  an  “Antidumping  Proceeding 
Notice”  which  was  published  in  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register  of  September  5,  1974,  on 
page  32159.  The  “Antidumping  Proceed¬ 
ing  Notice”  indicated  that  there  was 
evidence  on  record  concerning  Injury  or 
likelihood  of  injury  to  or  prevention  of 
establishment  of  an  industry  in  the 
United  States. 

For  purposes  of  tills  notice,  the  term 
“non-powered  mechanics’  tools”  means 
chisels,  punches,  hammers  and  sledges 
(with  or  without  handles),  vises,  C- 
clamps,  battery  service  tools,  microme¬ 
ters.  vernier  calipers,  and  dial  indicators. 
Battery  service  tools  include  battery  ter¬ 
minal  lifters,  battery  post  and  terminal 
cleaning  brushes,  battery  terminal 
spreaders,  angle-nose  pliers,  booster 
cables  and  battery  service  kits  (terminal 
puller,  cleaning  brush  and  two  termi¬ 
nals). 

It  has  been  determined  that  one  cate¬ 
gory  of  tools  encompassed  within  the 
investigation,  precision  measuring  hand 
tools,  consisting  of  vernier  calipers,  mi¬ 
crometers  and  dial  indicators,  is  dissimi¬ 
lar  as  to  quality,  manufacture,  and  use 
from  the  other  tools  Investigated.  Ac¬ 
cordingly,  it  is  deemed  appropriate  to 
sever  the  investigation  of  the  precision 
tools  from  the  investigation  of  the  other 
hand  tools  which  are  the  subject  of  this 
notice. 


Withholding  of  Appraisement.  Pursu¬ 
ant  to  section  201(b)  of  the  Act  (19  U.S.C. 
160  (b) ) ,  notice  is  hereby  given  that  there 
are  reasonable  grounds  to  believe  or  sus¬ 
pect  that  the  purchase  price  (section  203 
of  the  Act;  19U.SX:.  162)  of  chisels,  ham¬ 
mers  and  sledges  (with  or  without  han¬ 
dles)  ,  vises,  c-clamps,  punches,  and  bat¬ 
tery  service  tools  from  Japan  is  less,  or 
Is  likely  to  be  less,  than  the  foreign  mar¬ 
ket  value  or  constructed  value  (sections 
205  and  206  of  the  Act;  19  U.S.C.  164  and 
165)  of  such  or  similar  merchandise. 

Statement  Of  Reasons  On  Which  This 
Withholding  Of  Appraisement  Is  Based. 
The  information  currently  before  the 
U.8.  CTustoms  Service  tends  to  indicate 
that  the  probable  basis  of  comparlscm 
for  fair  vahie  ptnposes  wfll  be  between 
purchase  price  of  the  merchandise  and 
its  adjusted  home  market  price,  adjusted 
third  country  price,  or  constructed  value, 
as  applicable  to  Individual  manufac¬ 
turers. 

Preliminary  analysis  suggests  that  pur¬ 
chase  price  will  probably  be  based  on  a 
c.l.f.  or  f.o.b.  price,  as  appropriate,  with 
probable  deductions  for  inland  freight. 
Customs  clearance  charges,  and  a  com¬ 
mission.  as  applicable. 

’The  adjust^  home  market  price  will 
probably  be  based  on  the  weighted- 
average  delivered  price  with  probable  de¬ 
ductions  for  inland  freight,  Interest, 
advertising,  catalogs,  direct  selling  ex¬ 
penses,  and  discounts,  as  appropriate. 
Adjustments  will  probably  be  made  for 
differences  In  packing  and  differences  in 
merchandise,  as  appropriate. 

The  adjusted  third  coimtry  price  will 
probably  be  calculated  on  the  basis  of 
the  f.o.b.  or  c.l.f.  price  with  probable 
deductions  for  Inland  freight,  ocean 
freight,  shipping  charges  and  Insurance, 
as  appropriate.  An  adjustment  will  prob¬ 
ably  be  made  for  differences  In  packing, 
where  appropriate. 

’The  constructed  value  will  probably  be 
calculated  on  the  basis  of  the  cost  of 
materials  and  labor,  the  statutory  mini¬ 
mum  or  actual  general  expenses  and 
profit,  and  the  cost  of  packing,  as 
appropriate. 

Using  the  above  criteria,  there  are 
reasonable  grounds  to  believe  or  suspect 
that  the  purchase  price  will  be  lower 
than  the  adjusted  home  market  price, 
the  adjusted  third  country  price,  or  the 
constructed  value,  as  appropriate. 

Customs  oflQcers  are  being  directed  to 
withhold  appraisement,  subject  to  the 
exceptions  indicated  below,  of  chisels, 
pimches,  hammers  and  sledges  (with  or 
without  handles),  vises,  c-clamps  and 
battery  service  tools  from  Japan  In  ac¬ 
cordance  with  section  153.48,  Customs 
Regulations  (19  CFR  153.48). 
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Hammers  from  Imoto  Hamono  Co., 
Ltd.,  Kyoto  Tool  Co..  Ltd.,  and  Hirota 
Tekko  K.K.,  and  battery  post  and  ter¬ 
minal  cleaning  brushes,  from  Japan  Ex¬ 
port  Brush  Co.,  Ltd.,  are  excluded  from 
this  withholding  of  appraisement  since 
100  percent  or  virtually  100  percent  of 
their  export  sales  of  these  articles  dur¬ 
ing  the  period  imder  consideration  were 
examined  and  the  home  market  price, 
third  coimtry  price,  or  constructed  value, 
as  appropriate,  was  found  to  be  lower 
than  the  purchase  price  of  Identical 
merchandise  In  every  Instance. 

Tentative  Discontinuance  Of  Anti~ 
dumping  Investigation.  I  hereby  an- 
noimce  a  tentative  discontinuance  of  the 
antidumping  investigation  concerning 
non-powered  precision  measuring  hand 
tools  from  Japan. 

Statement  Of  Reasons  On  Which  This 
Notice  Of  Tentative  Discontinuance  Of 
Antidumping  Investigation  Is  Based.  An 
analysis  of  information  from  all  sources 
reveals  that  the  proper  basis  of  compari¬ 
son  for  fair  value  purposes  Is  between 
purchase  price  or  exporter's  sales  price 
and  the  a^usted  home  market  price  of 
such  or  similar  merchandise. 

The  purchase  price  was  based  on  a 
c.l.f.  or  f.o.b.  price  as  appropriate,  with 
deductions  for  Inland  freight,  brokerage, 
ocean  freight.  Insurance  and  an  export 
bank  charge. 

The  exporter’s  sales  price  was  based 
on  the  resale  price  to  unrelated  purchas¬ 
ers  in  the  United  States  with  deductions 
for  discoimts,  ocean  freight,  insurance, 
inland  freight  in  the  home  market  and  In 
the  United  States,  shipping  charges, 
duty,  brokerage,  selling  expenses,  war¬ 
ranty  costs,  and  Interest. 

The  adjusted  home  market  price  was 
based  on  the  weighted-average  delivered 
price  with  deductions  for  Inland  freight, 
interest,  inland  insurance,  advertising,  a 
conunlsslon,  and  direct  selling  expenses. 
Indirect  selling  expenses  were  deducted 
as  an  offset  for  similar  costs  Incurred  in 
the  United  States,  and  adjustments  were 
made  for  differences  in  the  merchandise 
and  packing,  as  appropriate. 

Comparisons  between  purchase  price 
or  exporter’s  sales  price  and  the  appli¬ 
cable  adjusted  home  market  price  re¬ 
vealed  some  instances  where  purchase 
price  or  exporter’s  sales  price  was  lower 
than  the  a^usted  home  market  price  of 
such  or  similar  merchandise.  However, 
these  were  determined  to  be  minimal  in 
terms  of  the  volume  of  export  sales  in¬ 
volved. 

In  addition,  formal  assurances  were 
received  from  the  Japanese  manufactur¬ 
ers  who  accounted  for  substantially  all 
of  the  exportatlmis  of  non-powered 
measuring  tools  to  the  United  States 
during  the  period  of  investigation,  that 
they  would  make  no  future  sales  at  less 
than  fair  value  within  the  meaning  of 
the  Act. 

The  facts  recited  above  constitute  evi¬ 
dence  warranting  the  discontinuance  of 
the  investigation. 

In  accordance  with  SS  153.32(b)  and 
153.37,  Customs  Regulations  (19  CFR 
153.32(b),  153.37),  interested  persons 
may  present  written  views  or  arguments. 


or  request  in  writing  that  the  Secretary 
of  the  Treasury  afford  an  opportunity  to 
present  oral  views. 

Any  requests  that  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury  afford  an  opportunity  to  pre¬ 
sent  or^  views  should  be  addressed  to 
the  (Commissioner  of  Customs,  1301  Con¬ 
stitution  Avenue,  NW.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20229,  in  time  to  be  received  by  his  office 
not  later  than  June  16,  1975.  Such  re¬ 
quests  must  be  accompanied  by  a  state¬ 
ment  outlining  the  issues  wished  to  be 
discussed. 

Any  written  views  or  argiunents  should 
likewise  be  addressed  to  the  Commis¬ 
sioner  of  Customs  in  time  to  be  received 
by  his  office  not  later  than  30  calendar 
days  from  the  date  of  publication  of  this 
notice  in  the  Federal  Register. 

This  notice  of  withholding  of  appraise¬ 
ment  and  tentative  negative  determina¬ 
tion  and  the  statements  of  reasons  there¬ 
for  are  published  pursuant  to  §S  153.33 
and  153.34(a).  Customs  Regulations  (19 
CFR  153.33  and  153.43(a)).  This  notice 
of  withholding  of  appraisement  shall  be¬ 
come  effective  on  June  5,  1975  and  shall 
cease  to  be  effective  December  5,  1975, 
unless  previously  revoked. 

[seal]  David  R.  Macdonald, 

Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Treasury. 

June  2,  1975. 

[FR  Doc.75-14789  FUed  6-4-75;  8: 45  ami 


DEPARTMENT  OF  JUSTICE 

Bureau  of  Prisons 

NATIONAL  INSTITUTE  OF  CORRECTIONS 
ADVISORY  BOARD 

Notice  of  Meeting 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  Na¬ 
tional  Institute  of  Corrections  Advisory 
Board,  in  accordance  with  section  10(a) 
(2)  of  the  Federal  Advisory  Conunittee 
Act  (Pub.  L.  92-463;  86  Stat  770)  wiU 
meet  on  Tuesday,  June  24, 1975,  starting 
at  8:30  a.m.,  in  the  Regional  Office  of 
the  Federal  Bureau  of  Prisons  Confer¬ 
ence  Room,  KCI  Bank  Building,  8800 
N.W.,  112th  Street,  Kansas  City,  Mis¬ 
souri. 

The  Board  will  discuss  and  establish 
short  and  long  term  plans  and  budget 
for  the  Institute. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  thir¬ 
tieth  day  of  May  1975. 

Norbian  a.  Carlson, 
Director. 

(FR  Doc.75-14745  Filed  e-4-75;8;45  am] 


DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 
Bureau  of  Indian  Affairs 
CHIRICAHUA  APACHE  INDIANS 

Plans  for  Use  and  Distribution  of  Judgment 
Funds 

May  23.  1975. 

This  notice  is  published  in  exercise  of 
authority  delegated  by  the  Secretary  of 
the  Interior  to  the  Commissioner  of  In¬ 
dian  Affairs  by  230  DM  2. 

Hie  Act  of  October  19,  1973,  Pub.  L. 
93-134,  87  Stat.  466,  requires  that  a  plan 


be  prepared  and  submitted  to  Congress 
for  the  use  and  distribution  of  funds 
appropriated  to  pay  a  Judgment  of  the 
Indian  Claims  Commission  or  Court  of 
Claims  to  any  Indian  tribe.  Funds  were 
appropriated  by  the  Act  of  January  3, 

1974,  87  Stat.  1071,  in  satisfaction  of 
awards  made  to  the  Chlricahua  Apache 
Indians  in  Indian  Claims  Commission 
consolidated  Dockets  30  and  48,  and  30-A 
and  48-A.  The  plan  for  the  use  and  dis¬ 
tribution  of  the  funds  was  submitted  to 
the  Congress  with  a  letter  dated  Septem¬ 
ber  10,  1974,  and  was  received  (as  re¬ 
corded  in  the  Congressional  Record)  by 
the  House  of  Representatives  on  Sep¬ 
tember  16,  1974,  and  by  the  Senate  on 
September  18,  1974.  By  letter  dated  De¬ 
cember  19,  1974,  the  Secretary  of  the 
Interior  requested  that  certain  amend¬ 
ments  be  made  to  the  portion  of  the  use 
and  distribution  plan  that  affects  the 
Mescalero  Apache  Tribe.  This  letter  was 
received  (as  recorded  in  the  Congres¬ 
sional  Record)  by  the  House  of  Repre¬ 
sentatives  on  December  20.  1974,  and  by 
the  Senate  on  January  15.  1975.  Neither 
House  of  Congress  having  adopted  a  res¬ 
olution  disapproving  it,  the  plan,  as 
amended,  became  effective  on  March  16, 

1975,  as  provided  by  Section  5  of  the 
1973  Act,  supra. 

The  Plan  as  amended  reads  as  follows: 

The  funds  iq)proprlated  by  the  Act  of  Jan¬ 
uary  3, 1974  (87  Stat.  1071),  in  satisfaction  of 
awards  granted  to  the  Chlricahua  Apache 
Indians  In  Dockets  30  and  48,  and  30-A  and 
48-A,  before  the  Indian  Claims  Commission, 
including  all  Interest  accrued,  less  attorney 
fees  and  litigation  expenses,  shall  be  used 
and  distributed  as  herein  provided: 

The  Secretary  of  the  Interior  (hereinafter 
“Secretary”)  shall  divide  the  Judgment  funds 
in  Dockets  30  and  48,  and  30-A  and  48-A. 
sixty-nine  (69)  percent  to  the  Mescalero 
Apache  Tribe  of  New  Mexico,  and  thirty-one 
(31)  percent  to  the  Fort  Sill  Apache  Tribe 
of  Oklahoma. 

PiJiN  FOB  THE  FOBT  SiLL  APACHX  TRIBE  OF 

Oklahoma 

After  the  division  of  the  Judgment  funds 
in  Dockets  30  and  48,  and  30-A  and  48-A, 
between  the  Mescalero  Apache  Tribe  and  the 
Fort  Sill  Apache  Tribe,  the  Secretary  shall 
cause  the  sum  of  $58,721.82,  together  with 
appropriate  interest  thereon  for  the  period 
of  one  day,  to  be  taken  from  the  share  of  the 
Fort  SlU  Apache  Tribe  of  Oklahoma  and 
added  to  the  share  of  the  Mescalero  Apache 
Tribe. 

The  Secretary  shall  prepare  a  payment 
roU  of  (a)  all  persons  of  Fort  Sill  Apache 
blood  living  on  the  approval  date  of  this 
plan  who  remained  in  Oklahoma  after  being 
released  as  prisoners  of  war  in  1913,  and 
received  land  pursuant  to  the  Acts  of 
August  24,  1912.  June  30.  1913,  or  January  22, 
1923;  and  (b)  aU  persons  who  were  born  on 
or  prior  to  and  are  living  on  the  approval 
date  of  this  plan  who  possess  at  least  one- 
eighth  (Hth)  degree  Fort  Sill  Apache  blood 
and  are  llnSal  descendants  of  persons  of  Fort 
8111  Apache  blood  who  remained  in  Oklahoma 
after  being  released  as  prisoners  of  war  in 
1913  and  received  land  pursuant  to  one  of 
the  Acts  designated  in  (a)  above,  regardless 
of  whether  such  ancestor  is  living  or  de¬ 
ceased;  except  that  no  person  who  is  entitled 
to  benefit  from  the  share  of  the  Judgment 
funds  due  the  Mescalero  Apache  tribe  by  vir¬ 
tue  of  their  membership  in  that  tribe  shall 
be  entitled  to  share  in  the  portion  of  the 
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Judgment  funds  that  are  due  the  Fort  8U1 
Apache  Tribe. 

The  Seeretary  riMll  make  a  per  capita 
dtetribution  of  ail  but  9170,000,  together  with 
any  Interest  earned  thereou.  of  the  Fort  8H1 
Apache  Tribe’s  Judgment  funds  in  a  sum  as 
equal  as  poaeiblc  to  the  persons  whose  namon 
appear  on  the  aforementioned  roll  as 
proved  by  the  Secretary.  Applications  for  en¬ 
rollment  Shan  be  filed  with  the  Area  Director, 
Anadarko  Area  Office.  Bureau  of  Indian 
Affairs,  Anadarko,  Oklahoma,  in  the  manner 
and  within  the  time  limits  to  be  prescribed 
for  that  ptupose. 

The  portion  per  capita  belonging  to  minors, 
legal  Incompetents,  and  deceased  persons  wlU 
continue  to  be  Invested  and  administered  as 
Individual  Indian  Money  until  a  suitable 
trvist  Is  developed  and  approved  by  the  Sec¬ 
retary,  or  Is  disposed  of  In  accordance  with 
Departmental  regulations  governing  estates 
(43  CFS  4.200-4.297) ,  whichever  is  appllcaMe. 

The  programing  aspects  ot  the  plan  for 
the  Fort  SUl  Apache  Tribe  of  Oklahoma  con¬ 
sist  of  utilizing  $170,000,  together  with  any 
investment  Income  on  the  respective  portions 
thereof,  as  follows : 

1.  $70,000  for  the  establishment  of  a  Tribal 
Burial  Fund,  the  benefits  of  which  shall 
be  available  for  any  person  who  is  deceased 
after  the  approval  date  of  this  plan  and  who 
meets  the  following  qualifications: 

(a)  They  possessed  Fort  Sill  i^iache  blood, 
remained  In  Oklahoma  after  being  released 
as  prisoners  of  war  In  1913,  and  received  land 
pursuant  to  the  Acts  of  Augiist  24.  1912, 
June  30,  1913,  or  January  22,  1923;  or 

(b)  They  possessed  at  least  one-eighth 
(Vfcth)  degree  Fmrt  Sill  Apaclie  blood  and 
were  lineal  deecendimts  of  a  person  of  Fort 
Sill  Apache  blood  who  remained  In  CBtla- 
homa  after  being  released  as  a  prisoner  of 
war  In  1913.  and  received  land  pursuant  to 
one  of  the  Acts  desigxwted  in  (a)  above,  re- 
gardlese  of  whether  such  ancestor  is  living 
or  deceased. 

Burial  benefits,  not  to  exceed  $1,000.00  for 
a  decedent,  shall  provide  for  any  or  all  di¬ 
rect  costs  of  a  burial.  Including  a  marker  or 
monument.  Written  applicatloBs  for  burial 
benefits  ^all  be  submitted  to  tbe  Tribal 
Business  CXMnmittee  and  shall  be  accom¬ 
panied  by  (a)  a  certificate  or  other  satisfac¬ 
tory  evidence  of  death;  (b)  Information  to 
verify  the  decedent’s  eligibility  for  benefits; 
and  (c)  bills  and  Invoices  showing  the 
amounts  of  burial  exocnses.  and  tbe  names 
and  addressee  of  vendors  to  whom  payment 
Is  to  be  made.  Tbe  Tribal  Business  Commit¬ 
tee  shall  direct  tbe  appropriate  office  of  tbe 
Bureau  of  Indian  Affairs  to  make  the 
payments. 

The  principal  sum  of  $70J)00.  together  with 
earnings  thereon,  and  any  funds  reverting 
to  the  Tribal  Burial  Fund,  shall  be  Invested 
by  the  Bureau  of  Indian  Affairs  In  a  tribal 
Individual  Indian  Money  account.  If  at  any 
time  the  total  amount  accumulated  In  the 
Tribal  Burial  Fund  exceeds  $80JX)0.  the  funds 
in  excess  of  t.ha.t.  emoxmt  may  be  withdrawn 
and  used  for  any  ptirposes  that  are  author¬ 
ised  by  the  tribal  governing  body  and  ap¬ 
proved  by  tbe  Secretary.  Except  for  any  sums 
excessive  to  $80,000.  the  money  set  aside  for 
the  Tribal  Burial  Fund  shall  not  be  used  for 
any  other  purpose. 

2.  $SOJ)00  to  pay  for  tbe  aervloes  of  expert 
witnesses  and  related  assists nre  In  connec¬ 
tion  with  Chincahua  Apache  claims  pend¬ 
ing  in  the  Indian  Claims  Commission.  Inter¬ 
est  earned  through  Investment,  and  any  sum 
remaining  from  the  principal  amount  after  a 
final  disposition  Is  made  of  the  pending 
dalma  ahall  be  transferred  to  the  Tribal 
Burial  Fund. 

3.  $60j000  to  eoeer  the  feea  and  expenses  ot 
the  tribe’s  general  counaal  under  a  contraet 
approved  on  July  16,  1971.  and  assigned  No. 
BOOC-14-20-2779.  Any  sums,  together  with 


NailCES 

Interest  thereon,  temalxilng  in  thi« 
after  payment  of  an  fees  and  expenses  due 
under  and  pursimnt  to  said  oontrset,  or 
under  any  extension  or  modification  thereof, 
and  In  the  event  the  tribal  governing  body 
determines  that  the  tribe  will  have  no  further 
need  for  such  legal  aervioes,  io>*ii  be  trans¬ 
ferred  to  the  Tribal  Burial  Fund. 

PXJSK  FOB  THX  MeSCAUBBO  AfaCHX  TSIBS 

The  ftmds  accruing  to  the  Mescalero 
Apache  Tribe  from  the  Judgments  in  Dockets 
30  and  48,  and  30-A  and  48-A,  shall  be  uti- 
liaed  in  tbe  f(rilowlng  manner: 

1.  Scholarship  Trust  Fund — $1,400,000.00 
shall  be  added  to  an  existing  tribal  Scholar¬ 
ship  Trust  Fund  of  $000,000.00,  and  invested 
in  the  same  manner  as  the  Initial  trust.  The 
Income  therefrom  shall  be  appropriated  from 
time  to  time  by  the  Tribal  Council  to  imple¬ 
ment  the  financial  requirements  of  the 
scholarship  ordinances  of  the  Mescalero 
Apeebe  TVlbe.  Unused  income  fVom  this  trust 
shall  be  added  to  the  corpus  of  the  trust,  but 
shall  be  available  for  appropriatloii  In  later 
years  for  requirements  of  tbe  tribal  scholar¬ 
ship  ordinances. 

2.  Human  and  Physical  Resource  Inven¬ 
tory — $150,000.00  shall  be  used  to  cover  the 
costs  ot  equipment,  supplies  and  program 
expertise  to  develop  programs  and  collect 
raw  data  necessary  to  tbe  maintenance  and 
further  development  of  a  Human  Resource 
Inventory  developed  for  the  tribe  by  agree¬ 
ment  with  the  Albuquerque  Technical  and 
Vocational  Institute,  and  now  to  include  and 
be  combined  with  a  Physical  Resource  In¬ 
ventory.  Continued  maintenance  of  the  pro¬ 
gram  and  data  subsequent  to  development 
shall  be  provided  for  annually  through  ap¬ 
propriation  of  funds  by  tbe  Mescalero  Apache 
Tribal  Council. 

3.  Resource  Protection  Fund — $500,000.00 
shall  be  used  to  establish  a  Resource  Protec- 
tixm  Fund  to  provide  research,  legal  defense, 
and  other  use  as  recpilred  to  protect  the 
resources  and  rights  of  the  Mescalero  Apache 
Tribe  and  Its  members.  These  funds  shall  be 
invested  until  needed.  The  Income  from  the 
Investment  shall  be  added  to  the  income  from 
an  Investment  trust. 

4.  Itettrement  and  Health  Pkm— $500,000.00 
shall  be  used  to  eover  tbe  Initial  Imple¬ 
mentation  of  a  retirement  and  health  plan 
for  Meecalero  Apache  ’Tribal  Council  mem¬ 
bers.  officers,  and  employees  of  tbe  Mescalero 
Apache  Tribe.  The  benefits  of  this  Flan  ahall 
be  similar  to  those  provided  to  employees  of 
the  Federal  Government  and  shall  be  payable 
under  similar  eligibility  criteria. 

5.  Investment  Trust  Fund  $7,689,728.00, 
and  the  income  therefrom,  ttiall  be  used  to 
establish  an  Investment  Trust  fund,  which 
shall  be  placed  In  nonspeculatlve  portfolio 
and  adlnlnlstered  by  a  professional  Invest¬ 
ment  counselor  at  the  discretion  at  the  Mes- 
calero  Apache  'Tribal  Council.  The  principal 
of  this  Investment  fund  shall  be  maintained 
Intact  In  perpetuity  to  produce  an  annual  In¬ 
come  which  may  be  appropriated  from  time 
to  time  by  the  Mescalero  Apache  ‘Mbal 
Council  for  the  social  and  economic  benefit 
of  present  and  future  tribal  members. 

Any  portion  of  the  income  from  tbe  Invest¬ 
ment  Trust  Fund  herein  provided  for  that 
may  be  payable  to  minors  or  legal  Incompe¬ 
tents  shall  be  bandied  in  tbe  foUowtng  man¬ 
ner: 

(a) .  ’The  per  capita  shares  of  legal  in¬ 
competents  shall  be  placed  In  Individual 
Indian  money  accounts  (IIM)  and  handled 
under  25  CFR  104.6. 

(b)  ’The  per  capita  sharm  of  minors  shall 
be  invested  and  administered  by  the  Secre¬ 
tary  of  the  Interior  until  he  determines 
whether  the  minors’  funds  shall  be  deposited 
either  In  separate  IIM  accounts  or  placed  In 
a  trust  as  developed  and  [q>proved  by  the 


Secretary.  During  this  interim  period, 
minora  who  will  have  reached  the  age  of  18 
years  wtthln  six  months  from  the  date  the 
dividend  payment  Is  approved  by  the  Com¬ 
missioner  of  Indian  Affairs  shall  have  their 
shares,  including  the  principal  and  any 
interest  earned,  withdrawn  from  the  minora’ 
fimd  account,  and  placed  in  separate  IIM 
accounts  for  them.  In  order  to  accomplish 
this  administratively,  the  Secretary  shall 
determine  and  prepare  a  list  of  such  minors. 
This  same  procedure  shall  continue  for  each 
succeeding  six-month  period,  until  such  time 
as  the  method  of  handling  the  minors’  funds 
Is  determined.  The  expenditure  of  funds  in 
any  separate  IIM  accounts  established  for 
minors  shall  be  subject  to  25  CFR  104.4.  Upon 
a  minor’s  reaching  the  age  of  18  years;,  both 
principal  and  Investment  Income  accruing 
to  the  per  capita  share  may  be  paid  out  un¬ 
less  the  former  minor  is  a  legal  Incompetent, 
in  which  case  the  funds  shall  be  handled 
under  25  CFR  104.5.  Expenditure  of  funds 
from  any  trust  for  minors  which  may  be 
established  shall  be  made  pursuant  to  the 
provlskKts  of  such  tniat. 

Morris  Thompsow, 

Commissioner  of  Indian  Affairs. 

[PR  Doc.76-14660  PUed  8-4-75;8:46  am] 


COUSHATTA  INDIAN  TRIBE  OF 
LOUISIANA 

Establishment  of  Reservation 

Mat  27,  1975. 

This  notice  is  published  in  the  exercise 
of  authwity  del^ated  by  the  Secretary 
of  the  Interior  to  the  Commissioner  of 
Indian  Affairs  by  230  DM  2. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  imder  the 
authority  of  section  7  of  the  Act  of 
June  18.  1934  (48  Stat.  984) .  which  was 
delegated  by  the  Secretary  to  the  Com¬ 
missioner  in  230  DM  1,  the  hereinafter 
described  tract  of  land,  located  in  Allen 
Parish,  Louisiana,  and  acquired  by  dona¬ 
tion  under  the  proYtelons  of  section  5  ot 
said  act,  is  proclaimed  to  be  an  Indian 
reservation,  effective  March  14,  1975,  for 
the  use  and  benefit  of  the  Coushatta 
Indian  'Tribe  of  Louisiana. 

The  South  Half  of  the  South  Half  of  the 
Northwest  Quarter  of  the  Southwest  Quarter 
(S»A  of  S^  of  lfW’/4  of  SWV4 )  and  the  West 
Hi^  of  the  Southwest  Quarter  ot  the  North¬ 
east  Quarter  at  the  Southwest  Qvuurtcr  (W^ 
of  SW%  of  NE;4  at  SW^).  aU  of  which  Is 
In  Section  10,  Townehip  6  South.  Range  3 
West,  La.  Mer.,  containing  fifteen  ( 15)  acres, 
more  or  less,  together  with  all  Improvements 
thereon  situated. 

Establishment  of  this  land  as  a  reser¬ 
vation  enables  the  (Coushatta  Indian 
Tribe  of  Louisiana  to  formally  organize 
under  section  16  of  said  act  and  to  re¬ 
ceive  the  fuH  benefits  of  the  act. 

The  reservation  is  under  the  adminis¬ 
trative  Jurisdiction  of  the  Area  Director, 
E^tstem  Area  OfBee.  1951  Comtitutlon 
Avenue,  NW,  Washington,  D.C.  20245. 
The  ofBcial  custody  of  the  land  records 
of  the  reservation  is  with  the  Bureau  of 
Indian  Affairs,  1951  Constitution  Avenue, 
NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20245,  and  that 
office  is  the  office  of  record  for  the  re¬ 
cording  and  maintenance  of  these 
records. 

Moinris  TtaoMFfiow, 
Commissioner  of  Indian  Affairs. 

[FB  Doe.75-I4661  FBed  6-4-76;8:4S  amj 
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BurMu  of  Land  Management 
[Serial  No.  A  8985] 

ARIZONA 

Proposed  Withdrawal  and  Reservation  of 
Lands 

The  Forest  Service,  United  States  De¬ 
partment  of  Agriculture  has  filed  an 
application.  Serial  Number  A  8985,  for 
the  withdrawal  of  the  lands  described 
below  from  location  and  entry  under  the 
general  mining  laws,  but  not  the  mineral 
leasing  laws,  subject  to  existing  valid 
rights. 

The  Forest  Service  designated  these 
lands  as  a  Research  Natural  Area  on 
February  26,  1931  to  preserve  for  scien¬ 
tific  study  several  rare  species  of  South¬ 
ern  Arizona  Pine;  principally  Apache 
Pine,  Arizona  Pine  and  Chihuahua  Pine. 
Mining  activity  would  adversely  affect 
the  area’s  usefulness  for  scientific  pur¬ 
poses. 

On  or  before  July  7,  1975,  all  persons 
who  wish  to  submit  comments,  sugges¬ 
tions,  or  objectkms  in  connection  with 
the  proposed  withdrawal  may  present 
their  views  in  writing  to  the  undersigned 
officer  of  the  Bureau  of  Land  Manage¬ 
ment,  Department  of  the  Interior,  3022 
F^eral  Building.  Phoenix,  Arizona 
85025. 

The  Department’s  regulations  provide 
that  the  authorized  officer  of  the  Bureau 
of  Land  Management  will  undertake 
such  investigations  as  are  necessary  to 
determine  the  existing  and  potential  de¬ 
mands  for  the  lands  and  their  resources. 
He  will  also  undertake  negotiations  with 
the  applicant  agency  with  the  view  of 
aidjusting  the  application  to  reduce  the 
area  to  the  mintoum  essential  to  meet 
the  applicant’s  needs  to  provide  for  the 
maximum  concurrent  utilization  of  the 
lands  for  purposes  other  than  the  appli¬ 
cant’s.  to  eliminate  lands  needed  for  pur¬ 
poses  more  essential  than  the  aivl^nt’s, 
and  to  reach  agreenoent  on  the  concur¬ 
rent  management  of  the  lands  and  their 
resouroes. 

The  authorized  offioer  will  also  prepare 
a  report  for  consideration  by  the  Secre- 
tarr  of  the  Interior  who  will  determine 
whether  or  not  the  lands  will  he  with¬ 
drawn  as  requested  by  the  applicant 
agency. 

’The  determination  of  the  Secretary  on 
the  application  will  be  published  in  the 
Federal  Register.  A  separate  notice  will 
be  sent  to  each  interested  party  of 
record. 

If  circumstances  warrant,  a  public 
hearing  will  be  held  at  a  convenient  time 
and  place,  which  will  be  axmounced. 

’The  lands  Involved  In  the  application 
are: 

Gila  and  Salt  River  Meridian, 
Arizona 

Coronado  National  Forest 

POLK  BRIDGK  CANTON  BS8KMOM 
NATXmAL  AREA 


NOTICES 

S.  34*38'  X.,  1446.25  feet;  thence  S.  26*30' 
W..  2317.80  feet;  thence  S.  8*0*  X..  1388.27 
faeit;  thesioe  S.  84*50'  X..  IMSas  feet;  thenoe 
S.  37*16'  W.,  1232.10  feet;  thenoe  S.  «0°38' 
W.,  642.33  feet;  thehce  N.  40*14'  W..  1251.48 
feet;  thence  N.  83*45'  W.,  842.30  feet;  thence 
S.  88*33'  W..  643.18  feet;  thenoe  N.  22*5'  W., 
1407.86  feet;  thenoe  N.  4*0'  W..  858.06  feet; 
thence  N.  21*64'  W..  653.11  feet;  thence  N. 
19*45'  E.,  2000.81  feet;  thence  N.  82*6'  X., 
1112.70  feet;  thence  N.  53*24'  E.,  1673.60  feet; 
thenoe  S.  86*42'  E.,  656.26  feet;, to  the  point 
of  beginning. 

A  portion  of  the  tract  Is  surveyed  In  T.  18 
S.,  R.  29  E.,  and  Is  situated  In  the  SEViNX%, 
EV4SW1^,  S£^  sec.  24  and  the  NS^.  NE^ 
NWl^,  NEV4SEV4  sec.  25.  A  portion  of  the 
tract  Is  unsurveyed  In  T.  18  S.,  R.  29V4  X., 
and  when  surveyed  will  probably  be  located 
In  the  WV^  sec.  24  and  sec.  25. 

’The  area  as  described  contains  approx¬ 
imately  460.94  acres  in  Cochise  County, 
Arizona. 

Dated :  May  28, 1975. 

Robert  O.  Buffington, 
State  Director. 

|FR  Doc.75-14663  Filed  6-4-75:8:45  am] 


[Group  536] 

ARIZONA 

Filing  of  Plat  of  Survey 

May  28,  1975. 

.  1.  Plat  of  survey  of  lands  described 
below,  accepted  on  March  27,  1975,  will 
be  officially  filed  in  the  Arizona  State 
Office  effective  10  a.m.,  on  July  21,  1975. 

GILA  AND  SALT  RIVER  MERIDIAN,  ARIZONA 
T.  40  N.,  R.  2  W. 

A  survey  of  a  portion  of  the  subdivision 
lines. 

Sec.  1,  lots  1, 2,  3,  and  4,  and  S^; 

Sec.  2.  lote  1, 2. 8,  and  4,  SV^NVi,  and  SMt; 

Sec.  3,  lots  1. 2. 3,  and  4,  S^NV^,  and 

Secs.  10  to  15  inolualve; 

Secs.  22  to  87  Inclusive; 

Secs.  34  and  35. 

The  area  aggregates  10,905.60  acres  of  land. 

The  elevation  ranges  from  about  4,683 
feet  near  the  northwest  comer  of  section 
3  to  about  5,340  feet  above  sea  level  near 
the  southeast  comer  of  the  township 
’The  land  is  mostly  gently  rolling  to  roD- 
tng  wMh  several  deep  gulches.  The  drain¬ 
age  ts  generally  to  the  west.  The  sou  is  a 
shallow  rocky  clay  loam  In  the  southern 
portion  and  a  sandy  and  gravelly  clay 
loam  in  the  northern  portion  of  thi«t  sur¬ 
veyed  area.  Vegetation  consists  primarily 
of  sagebrush  with  scattered  yellow  top 
sage  and  grass. 

2.  All  rights  of  the  State  of  Arizona 
to  section  2  have  been  conveyed  to  the 
United  States. 

3.  The  lands  are  classified  for  multiple 
use  management  and  segregated  from 
spiu'orH'iaticm  under  the  agricifftttre  land 
laws  (43  U.S.C.  parts  7  and  9;  25  U.S.C, 
3S4) ,  from  sale  imder  section  2455  of  the 
Revised  Statutes  (48  U.S.C.,  S15g(b)). 
The  lands  have  been  and  still  are  open  to 
the  operation  of  the  mining  and  mineral 
leasing  laws. 

4.  Inquiries  concerning  the  lands 
should  be  addressed  to  the  Ariaona  State 


Beginning  at  a  point  Which  la  looaited  S. 
18*65'  C.,  and  8076.00  feet  trom  the  oornn: 
common  to  secs.  IS  and  24,  T.  18  S.,  R.  29  X., 
and  secs.  IS  and  24,  T.  18  S.,  R.  29^  X.,  thence 


24221 

Office,  Bureau  of  Land  Management, 
3022  Federal  Building,  Phoenix,  Arizona 
85025. 

CTharles  G.  Bazan,  Jr., 

Chief,  Branch  of  Records 
and  Data  Management. 
[PR  Doc.75-14664  PUed  6-4-75:8:45  am] 


[Wyoming  50886] 

WYOMING 

Application 

Mat  29,  1975. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that,  pursuant 
to  section  28  of  the  Mineral  Leasing  Act 
of  1920,  as  amended  (30  UB.C.  185), 
Colorado  Oil  and  Gas  Corporation  has 
applied  for  a  natural  gas  pipeline  right- 
of-way  across  the  following  lands; 

SIXTH  PRINCIPAL  MERIDIAN,  WYOMING 

T,  19  N.,  R.  98  W., 

Sec.  6,  lots  9,  10,  11,  and  SVaNEVi. 

The  pipeline  will  convey  natural  gas 
from  applicant’s  well  42-6-19-96  hi 
the  NEy4.  «ec.  6,  T.  19  N.,  R.  98  W.  to  an 
existing  pipeline  in  the  NEV^,  sec.  1.  T. 
19  N.,  R.  99  W.,  all  in  Sweetwater  County. 
Wyoming. 

The  purpose  of  this  notice  is  to  inform 
the  public  that  the  Bureau  will  be  pro¬ 
ceeding  with  consideration  of  whether 
the  application  should  be  approved  and, 
if  so,  under  what  terms  and  conditions. 

Interested  persons  desiring  to  exiM'ess 
their  views  should  send  their  name  and 
address  to  the  District  Manager,  Bureau 
of  Land  Management,  P.O.  Box  1869, 
Ro(d:  Springs,  WY  82901. 

Philip  C.  Hamilton, 

Chief,  Branch  of  Lands  and 
Minerals  Operations. 

(PR  Doc .75-14665  Filed  6-4-75; 8: 46  am] 


[NM  25704,  25706,  26706] 

NEW  MEXICO 
Applications 

May  29.  1975. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that,  punwant 
to  section  28  of  the  Mineral  Leasing  Act 
af  1920  <80  U.SLC.  185),  as  amended  by 
the  Act  of  November  16,  1973  (87  Stat. 
6l6),  ’Transwestem  Pipeline  Company 
has  applied  Tor  three  t-lnCh  natural  gas 
pipeline  rights-of-way  across  tire  foMow- 
ing lands: 

New  Mexico  Principal  Meridian 
Nrw  Mexico 

T.  80  8.,  R.  28  X., 

Sec.  88.  SW^NX^  and  WVgSEU  ■ 

T.  20  S.,  R.  29  E.. 

Sec.  17, 8WV4NW%; 

Sac.  18,S£^NEi4- 

These  pipelines  will  convey  natural  gas 
across  .89  mile  of  national  resource  lands 
in  Eddy  County,  New  Mexico. 

TTie  purpose  of  diis  notice  is  to  inform 
the  public  that  the  Bureau  will  be  pro¬ 
ceeding  wlUi  consideration  of  whether 
the  applications  should  be  approved,  and 
if  BO,  under  what  terms  and  conditions. 
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NOTICES 


Interested  persons  desiring  to  express 
their  views  should  promptly  send  their 
name  and  address  to  the  District  Mana¬ 
ger,  Bureau  of  Land  Management,  P.O. 
Box  1397,  Roswell.  NM  88201. 

Stella  V.  Gonzales, 

Acting  Chief,  Branch  of  Lands 
and  Minerals  Operations. 

[PR  Doc.75-14742  PUed  6-4-76:8:46  ami 


Fish  and  Wildlife  Service 

COYOTE  DAMAGE  CONTROL:  CATTLE, 
SHEEP  AND  GOATS 

Report  on  Emergency  Use  of  M-44  Devices 
During  March  1975 

Notice  is  hereby  given  on  the  emer¬ 
gency  use  of  M-44  devices  by  the  Deiiart- 


ment  of  Interior’s  cgierational  predator 
damage  contnd  program  f(M:  the  month 
of  March.  This  use  is  in  compliance  with 
the  experimental  use  permit  (No.  6704- 
EXP-6G)  issued  by  the  Environmental 
Protection  Agency  pursuant  to  section  5 
of  the  Federal  Insecticide,  Fungicide, 
and  Roden  ticide  Act  (FIFRA)  as 
amended  (7  U.S.C.  135-135k),  and  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  40  CFR,  part  162.19,  as 
promulgated  in  the  Federal  Register  on 
January  31,  1974  (39  FR  3939).  This  re¬ 
port  is  made  pursuant  to  Federal  Regis¬ 
ter  Notice  of  June  20,  1974  (39  FR 
32160). 

Actual  M-44  use  for  March  1975  is  as 
follows: 


M-jU  tmetoeney  utt—Mar.  1976 


State 


Niunber  at  Number  of 

Number  of  Number  of  eattle,  sheep,  M-t4’8 
eouDties  ranches  and  goats  used 

protMted 


Artiona _ 

California _ 

Idaho _ 

Montana _ 

New  Mexico.... 

Oklahoma _ 

Oregon _ 

Texas _ 

Utah _ 

Wyoming _ 

Totals _ 


3 

19 

1,607 

260 

1 

3 

1, 160 

28 

2 

2 

609 

32 

22 

36 

26,934 

876 

10 

21 

10,672 

626 

11 

24 

2,179 

291 

9 

31 

3,477 

287 

30 

202 

62,267 

2,023 

4 

0 

2,656 

96 

5 

26 

25,943 

496 

97 

309 

127, 163 

AOOO 

One  or  more  coyotes  were  taken  with 
this  device  on  149  of  the  368  emergency 
areas,  but  losses  were  not  necessarily 
halted  in  each  case.  During  this  month, 
893  coyotes  were  taken  by  this  device. 
Other  species  taken  with  the  device  dur¬ 
ing  this  period  Include  58  foxes,  10  feral 
dogs,  11  rac(x>on,  49  skunks,  43  opossums, 
and  2  ringtail  cats. 

All  of  the  above  use  of  M-44  devices 
as  a  supplemental  tool  to  attempt  to  re¬ 
solve  coyote  depredatim  on  cattle,  sheep 
and  goats  was  conducted  by  trained  Serv¬ 
ice  persfmnel  in  accordance  with  the  Pro¬ 
cedure  for  Advance  Identification  and 
Approval  of  Areas  For  the  Possible  Emer¬ 
gency  Use  of  Sodium  CTyanlde  Delivered 
by  the  M-44  Device  for  the  Control  of 
Depredating  Canids,  as  it  appears  in  the 
Federal  Register,  Volume  39,  No.  120 — 
Thursday,  June  20,  1974. 

Dated:  May  23. 1975. 

P.  V.  Schmidt, 
Acting  Director, 
Fish  and  Wildlife  Service. 
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ENDANGERED  SPECIES  PERMIT 
Receipt  of  Application 
Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  follow¬ 
ing  application  for  a  permit  is  deemed 
to  have  been  received  imder  section  10 
of  the  Endangered  Species  Act  of  1973 
(Pub.  L.  93-205). 

Applicant:  National  Audubon,  Society  Poet 
Office  Box  28191,  Atlanta,  Georgia  30328,  Mr. 
W.  Oarl^e  Blakeney,  Jr. 


National  Audubon  Socbtt, 

Atlanta,  Ga.,  Map  7, 1975. 

Mr.  Ltnn  a.  Orkenwalt, 

Director,  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service,  Depart¬ 
ment  of  the  Interior,  Washin^on,  D.O. 
20240. 

Dbar  Mr.  Orkenwalt:  In  compUanee  witb 
the  Endangered  l^|»eciee  Act  of  1973  (Pub. 
L.  93-206)  and  under  the  provlslDns  of  sec¬ 
tion  10  of  the  Act  (Pub.  L.  93-206)  and  60 
CFR  Sections  13.12  and  17.28,  I  am  Biibmlt- 
ting  an  application  on  behalf  of  the  National 
Audubon  Society  for  the  period  of  July  1, 
1976  through  August  80,  1976,  to  capture, 
transport,  and  release  not  more  than  600 
American  aUlgators  (Alligator  mtasisaipi- 
enaia). 

Under  my  direction,  employees  of  the  Na¬ 
tional  Audubon  Society,  in  cooperation  with 
the  Louisiana  Wild  Life  and  Fisheries  Com- 
miseion,  will  capture  not  more  than  600  of 
these  reptUes  at  the  state  of  Louisiana’s 
Marsh  Island  Refuge,  Iberia  Parish,  and 
Rockefeller  Refuge,  Cameron  Parish,  Louisi¬ 
ana.  The  reptUes  are  to  be  approximately 
three  (3)  to  six  (6)  feet  in  length. 

All  of  the  reptUes  are  to  be  relocated  to 
suitable  habitat  located  generally  in  south 
central  Arkansas.  Transportation  for  the  rep¬ 
tUes  from  the  state  of  Louisiana  to  the  state 
of  Arkansas  wUl  be  provided  by  officials  of  the 
Arkansas  (3kune  and  Pish  Commission.  Re¬ 
lease  of  the  reptUes  in  suitable  habitat  in  the 
state  of  Arkansas  wiU  be  handled  by  per¬ 
sonnel  of  the  Arkansas  Game  and  Pish  Com¬ 
mission.  The  procedures  utUized  for  capture 
as  weU  as  the  method  of  transportation  and 
other  aq>ects  of  this  endeavor  wUl  be  gen- 
eraUy  the  same  as  those  described  and  au¬ 
thorized  In  1974  by  the  Department  of  the 
Interior  under  permit  PRT-e-I-X-7SX,  Is¬ 
sued  July  1,  1974,  and  expiring  August  30, 
1974. 

I  hereby  certify  that  I  have  read  and  am 
familiar  with  the  regulations  contained  in 
Title  60,  Part  13.  of  the  Code  of  Federal  Reg- 
lUations  and  the  other  applicable  parts  of 
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Subchapter  B  of  Chapter  I  of  Title  60.  cmd  I 
further  certify  that  the  information  sub¬ 
mitted  m  this  i^jpllcatlon  for  a  permit  is 
complete  and  accurate  to  the  beet  of  my 
knowledge  and  belief.  I  understand  that  any 
false  statement  hereon  may  subject  me  to  the 
criminal  penalties  of  18  U.S.C.  1001. 

Sincerely, 

W.  Carlyle  Blakenbt,  Jr. 

Documents  and  other  information  sub¬ 
mitted  in  connection  with  this  applica¬ 
tion  are  available  for  public  inspection 
during  normal  business  hours  at  the 
Service’s  office  in  Suite  600,  1612  K 
Street,  NW.  Washington,  DC. 

Interested  persons  may  comment  on 
this  application  by  submitting  written 
data,  views,  or  arguments,  preferably  in 
triplicate,  to  the  Director  (FWS/LE), 
U.S.  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service,  Post  Of¬ 
fice  Box  19183,  Washington,  D.C.  20036. 
All  relevant  cmnments  received  on  or  be¬ 
fore  July  7,  1975,  will  be  considered. 

Dated:  May  30. 1975. 

C.  R.  Bavin, 

Chief,  Division  of  Law  Enforce¬ 
ment,  U.S.  Fish  and  Wildlife 
Service. 

[PR  Doc.76-14733  Plied  6-4-76;8:46  amj 


Office  of  the  Secretary 

[INT  PE8  75-621 

QUINAULT  NATIONAL  FISH  HATCHERY, 
WASHINGTON 

Availability  of  Final  Environmental 
Statement 

Pursuant  to  section  102(2)  (C)  of  the 
National  Environmental  Policy  Act  of 
.1969,  Pub.  L.  91-190,  the  Department  of 
the  InterlCN  has  prepared  a  final  environ¬ 
mental  statement  for  the  proposed 
Quinault  National  Fish  Hatchery  in 
Grays  Harbor  Coimty,  Washington. 

The  project  includes  the  construction 
and  operation  of  a  large  modem  hatch¬ 
ery  for  propagating  Chinook,  coho,  and 
chum  salmon,  and  steelhead  trout.  The 
fish  produced  will  restore  and  enhance 
depleted  salmon  and  steelhead  runs  In 
waters  on  the  Quinault  Indian  Reserva¬ 
tion  and  adjacent  National  Forest  Serv¬ 
ice  lands.  Copies  of  the  final  statement 
are  available  for  Inspection  at  the  fol¬ 
lowing  locations: 

Quinault  National  Plsb  Hatchery 
P.O.  Box  80 

Nellton,  Washington  98666 

U.S.  Pish  and  Wildlife  Service 

730  N  j:.  Pacific  Street 

Portland,  Oregon  97208 

U.S.  Pish  and  WUdllfe  Service 

Branch  of  Environmental  Coordination  • 

D^artment  of  the  Interior 

18th  and  C  Streets,  NW 

Washington,  D.C.  20240 

Single  copies  may  be  obtained  by  writ¬ 
ing  the  Chief,  Branch  of  Environmental 
Coordination,  Division  of  Ecological 
Services,  U.S.  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service, 
Department  of  the  Interior,  Washington, 
D.C.  20240.  Comments  concerning  the 
proposed  action  should  also  be  addressed 
to  the  dilef.  Branch  of  Environmental 
Coordination,  Division  of  Ecological 

5,  1975 


NOTICES 


24223 


Services.  Please  refer  to  the  statement 
number  above. 

Dated:  May  30, 1975. 

Stanley  D.  Dorebius, 
Deputy  Assistant  Secretary, 
Program  Development  and  Budget. 

(PB  Doc.76-14666  PUed  6-4-76:8:46  ami 

DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 
Agricultural  Marketing  Service 
[Marketing  Order  906] 

SHIPPERS  ADVISORY  COMMITTEE  ON 

HANDLING  OF  ORANGES,  GRAPEFRUIT, 

TANGERINES,  AND  TANGELOS  GROWN 

IN  FLORIDA 

Meeting 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  section 
10(a)(2)  of  the  Federal  Advisory  Com¬ 
mittee  Act  (86  Stat.  770),  notice  is  here¬ 
by  gdven  of  a  meeting  of  the  Shippers 
Advisory  Committee  established  under 
Marketing  Order  No.  905  (7  CFR  Part 
905).  This  order  regulates  the  handling 
of  oranges,  grapefruit,  tangerines,  and 
tangelos  grown  in  Florida  and  is  effective 
pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the  Agri¬ 
cultural  Marketing  Agreement  Act  of 
1937,  as  amended  (7  U.S.C.  601-674) .  The 
committee  will  meet  in  the  A.  B.  Michael 
Auditorium  of  the  Florida  Citrus  Mutual 
Building.  302  South  Massachusetts  Ave¬ 
nue,  Lakeland,  Florida,  at  10:30  am.,  on 
June  24.  1975. 

The  meeting  will  be  open  to  the  pub¬ 
lic  and  a  brief  period  will  be  set  aside  for 
public  comments  and  questions.  The 
agenda  of  the  committee  Includes 
analysis  of  current  information  concern¬ 
ing  market  supply  and  demand  factors, 
and  consideration  of  recommendations 
for  regulation  of  shipments  of  the  named 
fruits. 

The  names  of  committee  members, 
agenda,  and  other  information  pertain¬ 
ing  to  the  meeting  may  be  obtained  from 
Prank  D.  Trovilllon,  Mantiger,  Growers 
Administrative  Committee,  P.O.  Box  R, 
Lakeland,  Florida  33802;  telephone  813- 
682-3103. 

Dated:  Jime  2, 1975. 

John  C.  Blum. 

Associate  Administrator. 

[PR  Doc.75-14767  Piled  6-A-76:«;46  am] 

Forest  Service 

CASCADE  PLANNING  UNIT 

AvailabiHty  of  Draft  EnvirontTiental 
Statement 

Pursuant  to  section  102(2X0  of  the 
National  Environmental  Policy  Act  of 
1969,  the  Forest  Service,  Department  of 
Agriculture,  hi«  •  prepared  a  draft  en¬ 
vironmental  statement  for  the  Cascade 
Planning  Unit,  Boise  National  Forest, 
Idaho.  The  Forest  Service  report  number 
is  USDA-PS-DES  (Adm)  R4-75-22. 

ITie  environmental  statement  identi¬ 
fies  and  evaluates  the  probable  effects  of 
the  land  use  plan  for  the  Cascade  Plan¬ 
ning  Unit  on  the  Boise  National  Forest, 
Idaho.  Hie  purpose  of  the  plan  is  to  al¬ 


locate  the  136,466  acres  of  National  For:- 
est  lands  within  the  unit  to  specific  re¬ 
source  uses  and  activities;  establish 
management  objectives;  document  man¬ 
agement  direction,  management  deci¬ 
sions,  and  necessary  coordination  between 
resource  uses  and  activities;  and  provide 
for  the  protection,  use,  and  development 
of  the  various  resources  within  the  plan¬ 
ning  unit.  The  plan  provides  for  minimi¬ 
zation  of  adverse  effects  and  maximiza¬ 
tion  of  desirable  effects. 

This  draft  environmental  statement 
was  transmitted  to  CEQ  on  May  29. 1975. 

Copies  are  available  for  inspection 
diu*ing  regular  working  hours  at  the  fol¬ 
lowing  locations: 

USDA,  Porest  Service 

South  Agriculture  Bldg.,  Room  3230 

12th  St.  and  Independence  Ave.,  S.W. 

Washington.  D.C.  20250 

Regional  Planning  Office 

USDA  Porest  Service 

Federal  BvUldlng,  Room  4403 

324-26th  Street 

Ogden.  Utah  84401 

Forest  Supervisor 

Boise  National  Forest 

1075  Park  Boulevard 

Boise,  Idaho  83706 

District  Forest  Ranger 

Cascade  Ranger  District 

Cascade.  Idaho  83611 

A  limited  number  of  single  copies  are 
available  upon  request  from  Forest 
Supervisor  Edward  C.  Maw,  Boise  Na¬ 
tional  Forest,  1075  Park  Boulevard,  Boise, 
Idaho  83706. 

Copies  of  the  environmental  statement 
have  been  sent  to  various  Federal,  State, 
and  local  agencies  as  outlined  in  the  CEQ 
Guidelines. 

Comments  are  invited  from  the  public, 
and  from  State  and  local  agencies  which 
are  authorized  to  develop  and  enforce 
environmental  standards,  and  from  Fed¬ 
eral  agencies  having  jurisdiction  by  law 
or  special  expertise  with  respect  to  any 
environmental  imimct  involv^  for  which 
comments  have  not  been  requested 
specifically. 

Comments  concerning  the  proposed  ac¬ 
tion  and  requests  for  additional  informa¬ 
tion  should  be  addressed  to  Forest  Super¬ 
visor  Edward  C.  Maw.  Boise  National 
Forest,  1075  F*ark  Boulevard,  Boise.  Idaho 
83706.  Comments  nuist  be  received  by 
July  28,  1975,  in  order  to  be  considered 
in  the  preparation  of  the  final  environ¬ 
mental  statement. 

Dated:  May  29. 1975. 

P.  M.  Rees, 
Director, 

Regionai  Planning  and  Budget. 

[PR  DOC.V6-14741  PUed  6-4-75:8:46  am] 

RIO  GRANDE  NATIONAL  FOREST  GRAZING 
ADVISORY  BOARD 

Meeting 

Hie  Rio  Grande  National  Fore.  4  Graz¬ 
ing  Advisory  Board  will  meet  at  1  pnt. 
on  June  27.  1975.  The  meeting  will  be 
held  in  the  Forest  Supervisor’s  Office, 
Monte  Vista,  Colorado. 


The  purpose  of  this  meeting  is  to  elect 
officers;  and  organize  the  board  for  con¬ 
ducting  the  ensuing  two-year  program  of 
activities;  to  discuss  any  grazing  matters 
of  concern  that  the  members  may  pre¬ 
sent;  to  discuss  issuance  of  term  grazing 
permits  in  1976  and  inform  members  of 
current  land  use  planning  and  other  For¬ 
est  activities. 

The  meeting  will  be  open  to  the  public 
and  written  statements  may  be  filed  with 
the  board  before  or  after  the  meeting. 
Persons  who  wish  to  attend  should  con¬ 
tact  Porest  Supervisor  James  R.  Mathers, 
telephone  303-852-5941.  Participation  by 
the  public  during  the  meeting  will  be 
permitted  only  at  the  invitation  of  the 
chairman. 

James  R.  Mathers, 
Forest  Supervisor. 

May  28. 1975. 

[PR  Doc.76-14665  PUed  6-4-75:8:45  amj 

Soil  Conservation  Service 

CROSS  CREEK  WATERSHED  PROJECT, 
KANSAS 

Availability  of  Negative  Declaratioa 

Pursuant  to  section  102(2)  (C)  of  the 
National  Environmental  Policy  Act  of 
1969;  part  1500.6(e)  of  the  Council  on 
Environmental  Quality  Guidelines  (38 
PR  20550)  August  1,  1973;  and  pmrt 
650.8(b)(3)  of  the  Soil  Conservation 
Service  Guidelines  (39  FR  19651 )  June  3, 
1974;  the  Soil  Conservation  Service,  U.S. 
Department  of  Agriculture,  gives  notice 
that  an  environmental  impact  statement 
is  not  being  prepared  for  the  C?ross  Creek 
Watershed  Project.  Jackson,  Pottawato¬ 
mie,  and  Shawnee  Comities.  Kansas. 

The  environmental  assessment  of  this 
federal  action  indicates  that  the  project 
will  not  create  significant  adverse  local, 
regional,  or  national  impacts  on  the  en¬ 
vironment  and  that  no  significant  con¬ 
troversy  is  associated  with  the  project. 
As  a  result  of  these  findings,  Mr.  Robert 
K.  Griffin,  State  Conservationist,  Soil 
Conservation  Service,  USDA,  760  South 
Broadway.  P.O.  Box  600.  Salina,  Kansas 
67501,  has  determined  that  the  prepara¬ 
tion  and  review  of  an  environmental  im¬ 
pact  statement  is  not  needed  for  this 
project. 

The  project  concerns  a  plan  for  water¬ 
shed  protection  and  flood  prevention.  The 
remaining  planned  worte  of  improve¬ 
ment  as  described  in  the  negative  decla¬ 
ration  include  conservation  land  treat¬ 
ment  supplemented  by  10  floodwater  re¬ 
tarding  structures. 

The  environmental  assessment  file  is 
available  for  inspection  during  regular 
working  hours  at  the  following  location; 

Boll  Conservation  Service,  USDA 
760  South  Broadway 
P.O.  Box  000 
Salina,  Kansas  67401 

Requests  for  the  negative  declaration 
should  be  sent  to  the  above  address. 

No  administrative  action  on  implemen¬ 
tation  of  the  proposal  will  be  taken  until 
15  days  after  the  date  of  this  publication. 
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(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance  Pro¬ 
gram  No.  10.904,  National  Archives  Refer¬ 
ences  Services) 

Dated:  May  29, 1975. 

William  B.  Davey, 
Deputy  Administrator  for  Water 
Resources,  Soil  Conservation 
Service. 

|FB  Doc.76-14656  Filed  6-4r-76;8:46  am) 

IRISH  CREEK  WATERSHED  PROJECT, 
KANSAS 

Availability  of  Negative  Declaration 

Pursuant  to  section  102(2)  (C)  of  the 
National  Environmental  Policy  Act  of 
1969;  part  1500.6(e)  of  the  Coimcil  on 
Environmental  Quality  Guidelines  (38 
FR  20550)  August  1,  1973;  and  psu*t  650.8 
(b)  (3)  of  the  Soil  Conservation  Service 
Guidelines  (39  FR  19651)  June  3,  1974; 
the  Soil  Conservation  Service,  U.S.  De¬ 
partment  of  Agriculture,  gives  notice 
that  an  environmental  impact  statement 
is  not  being  prepared  for  the  Irish  (^eek 
Watershed  Project,  Marshall  and  Potta¬ 
watomie  CTounties,  Kansas. 

The  environmental  assessment  of  this 
federal  action  indicates  that  the  project 
will  not  create  significant  adverse  local, 
regional,  or  national  imptacts  on  the  en¬ 
vironment  and  that  no  significant  con¬ 
troversy  is  associated  with  the  project. 
As  a  result  of  these  findings,  Mr.  Robert 
K.  Griffin,  State  Conserv'ationlst,  Soil 
Conservation  Service,  USDA,  760  South 
Broadway,  P.O.  Box  600,  Salina,  Kansas 
67401,  has  determined  that  the  prepara¬ 
tion  and  review  of  an  environmental  im¬ 
pact  statement  is  not  needed  for  this 
project. 

TTie  project  concerns  a  plan  for  water¬ 
shed  protection  and  fiood  prevention. 
The  remaining  planned  works  of  im¬ 
provement  as  described  in  the  negative 
declaration  include  conservation  land 
treatment  supplemented  by  6  fioodwater 
retarding  structures  and  3  grade  stabili¬ 
zation  structures. 

The  environmental  assessment  file  is 
available  for  inspection  during  regular 
working  hours  at  the  following  location; 

Boll  Conservation  Service,  USDA 
760  South  Broadway 
P.O.  Box  600 
Salina,  Kansas  67401 

Requests  for  the  negative  declaration 
should  be  sent  to  the  above  address. 

No  administrative  action  on  implemen¬ 
tation  of  the  proposal  will  be  taken  until 
June  20, 1975. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance  Pro¬ 
gram  No.  10.004,  National  Archives  Reference 
Services.) 

Dated:  May  29, 1975. 

William  B.  Davey, 
Deputy  Administrator  for  Water 
Resources,  Soil  Conservation 
Service. 
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SOUTH  FORK  RIVER  SUBWATERSHED 
PROJECT,  WEST  VIRGINIA 

Availability  of  Negative  Declaration 
Pursuant  to  section  102(2)  (C)  of  the 
National  Environmental  Policy  Act  of 

FEDERAL 


1969;  part  1500.6(e)  of  the  Council  on 
Environmental  Qusdity  Guidelines  (38 
FR  20550)  August  1, 1973;  and  part  650.8 
(b)  (3)  of  the  Soil  Conservation  Service 
Guidelines  (39  FR  19651)  June  3,  1974; 
the  Soil  Conservation  Service,  U.S.  De¬ 
partment  of  Agriculture,  gives  notice  that 
an  environmental  Impact  statement  is 
not  being  prepared  for  work  remaining 
to  be  done  in  the  South  Fork  River  Sub¬ 
watershed  Project,  Pendleton  and  Hardy 
Counties,  West  Virginia  and  Highland 
County,  Virginia. 

The  environmental  assessment  of  this 
federal  action  indicates  that  the  project 
will  not  create  sigmificant  adverse  local, 
regional,  or  national  impacts  on  the  en¬ 
vironment  and  that  no  significant  con¬ 
troversy  is  associated  with  the  project. 
As  a  result  of  these  findings,  Mr.  James 
S.  Bennett,  State  Conservationist,  Soil 
Conservation  Service,  USDA,  Federal 
Building,  High  Street,  Morgantown,  West 
Virginia  26505,  has  determined  that  the 
preparation  and  review  of  an  environ¬ 
mental  impact  statement  is  not  needed 
for  this  project. 

The  project  concerns  a  plant  for 
watershed  protection  and  fiood  preven¬ 
tion.  The  remaining  planned  works  of 
improvement  as  described  in  the  nega¬ 
tive  declaration  include  conservation 
land  treatment  supplemented  by  two 
single-purpose  fioodwater  retarding 
structures. 

TTie  environmental  assessment  file  is 
available  for  inspection  during  regular 
working  hours  at  the  following  location; 

Sou  Ck>nservatlon  Service,  USDA 
Federal  BuUdlng 
High  Street 

Morgantown,  West  Virginia  26505 

Requests  for  the  negative  declaration 
should  be  sent  to  the  above  address. 

No  administrative  action  on  imple¬ 
mentation  of  the  proposal  will  be  taken 
until  15  days  after  the  date  of  this 
publication. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance  Pro¬ 
gram  No.  10.904,  National  Archives  Reference 
Service.) 

Dated:  May  29, 1975. 

William  B.  Davey, 
Deputy  Administrator  for  Water 
Resources,  Soil  Conservation 
Service. 

IFR  Doc.75-14657  FUed  6-4-76:8:46  am) 

DEPARTMENT  OF  COMMERCE 

Domestic  and  International  Business 
Administration 

CHILDREN'S  HOSPITAL 

Decision  on  Application  for  Duty-Free  Entry 
of  Scientific  Article 

The  following  is  a  decision  on  an  appli¬ 
cation  for  duty-free  entry  of  a  scientific 
article  pursuant  to  section  6(c)  of  the 
Educational,  Scientific,  and  Cultural  Ma¬ 
terials  Importation  Act  of  1966  (Pub.  L. 
89-651,  80  Stat.  897)  and  the  regulations 
issued  thereunder  as  amended  (40  FR 
12253  et  seq,  15  CFR  701,  1974.) 

A  copy  of  the  record  pertaining  to  this 
decision  is  available  for  public  review 
during  ordinary  business  hours  of  the 
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Department  of  Commerce,  at  the  Office 
of  Import  Programs,  Department  of 
Commerce,  Washington,  DC  20230. 

Docket  Number;  75-00377-33-46070. 
Applicant;  Children’s  Hospital  Medical 
Center,  300  Longwood  Avenue,  Boston, 
Massachusetts  02108.  Article:  Electron 
Microscfme,  Model  JEM  lOOC/SEG  and 
accessories.  Manufacturer:  JOEL  Ltd., 
Japan.  Intended  use  of  article:  The  ar¬ 
ticle  is  intended  to  be  used  for  studies  of 
animal  (Including  human)  calcifying 
tissues:  Cells  and  subcellular  components 
as  well  as  extracellular  matrix  and  ma¬ 
trix  components  will  be  Investigated.  The 
work  will  Include  studies  of  the  follow¬ 
ing:  (1)  changes  in  cell  structure  and 
subcellular  components  of  the  different 
types  of  bone  cells  under  the  influence 
of  hormones  and  drugs,  (2)  structure  of 
bone  cells,  subcellular  components  in 
bone  diseases,  (3)  changes  in  cellular 
and  subcellular  structure  and  matrix 
components  of  articular  cartilage  in  ex¬ 
perimental  models  and  in  arthritis,  (4) 
the  nature  of  the  Initial  mineral  deposits 
in  bone  matrix  and  their  subsequent 
maturation,  and  (5)  the  relatloih^p  be¬ 
tween  these  mineral  deposits  and  cellular 
components.  In  addition,  the  article  will 
be  used  in  advanced  training  in  research 
at  the  level  of  postdoctoral  fellows  and 
residents  in  orthopaedic  surgery. 

Comments:  No  comments  have  been 
received  with  respect  to  this  application. 
Decision:  Application  approved.  No  in¬ 
strument  or  apparatus  of  equivalent  sci¬ 
entific  value  to  the  foreign  article,  for 
such  purposes  as  this  article  is  intended 
to  be  used,  was  being  manufactured  in 
the  United  States  at  the  time  Chistoms 
received  the  application  (February  11, 
1975).  Reasons:  The  foreign  article  has 
a  specified  resolving  capability  of  3  Ang¬ 
stroms  (A).  The  most  closely  compara¬ 
ble  domestic  instrument  available  at  the 
time  the  application  was  received  was  the 
Model  EMU-4C  supplied  by  the  Adam 
David  Company.  The  Model  EMU-4C 
had  a  specified  resolving  capability  of 
SA.  Resolving  capability  bears  an  in¬ 
verse  relationship  to  its  numerical  rat¬ 
ing  in  A,  i.e.,  the  lower  the  rating,  the 
better  the  resolving  capability.  We  are 
advised  by  the  Department  of  Health, 
Education,  and  Welfare  (HEW)  in  its 
memorandum  dated  May  15,  1975  that 
the  best  resolution  available  is' pertinent 
to  the  purposes  for  which  the  foreign 
article  is  Intended  to  be  used.  HETW  fur¬ 
ther  advises  that  domestic  instruments 
did  not  provide  resolution  equivalent  to 
that  of  the  foreign  article  at  the  time 
the  application  was  filed  with  (Customs. 
We,  therefore,  find  that  the  EMU-4C  was 
not  of  equivalent  scientific  value  to  the 
foreign  article  for  such  purposes  as  this 
article  is  intended  to  be  used  at  the 
time  Customs  received  the  application. 

The  Department  of  Commerce  knows 
of  no  other  instrument  or  apparatus  of 
equivalent  scientific  value  to  the  foreign 
article,  for  such  purposes  as  this  article 
is  intended  to  be  used,  which  was  being 
manufactured  in  the  United  States  at 
the  time  Customs  received  the  applica¬ 
tion. 

5,  1975 
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(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance  Pro¬ 
gram  No.  11.105,  Importation  of  Duty-Free 
Educational  and  Scientific  Materials) 

A.  H.  Stuart, 
Director.  Special  Import 
Programs  Division. 

(PR  Doc.75-14736  Filed  6-4-76:8:46  am) 


SAN  DIEGO  STATE  UNIVERSITY 
FOUNDATION  ET  AL 

Applications  for  Duty-Free  Entry  of 
Scientific  Articles 

The  following  are  notices  of  the  receipt 
of  applications  for  duty-free  entry  of 
scientific  articles  pursuant  to  section  6 
(c>  of  the  Educational,  Scientific,  and 
Cultural  Materials  Importation  Act  of 
1966  (Pub.  L.  89-651;  80  Stat.  897).  In¬ 
terested  persons  may  present  their  views 
with  respect  to  the  question  of  whether 
an  instrument  or  apparatus  of  equivalent 
scientific  value  for  the  purposes  for 
which  the  article  is  intended  to  be  used 
Is  being  manufactured  in  the  United 
States.  Such  comments  must  be  filed  in 
triplicate  with  the  Director,  Special  Im¬ 
port  Programs  Division,  Office  of  Import 
Programs.  Washington,  D.C.  20230,  on 
or  before  Jime  25, 1975. 

Amended  regulations  Issued  under 
cited  Act,  as  publisher  in  the  March  18, 
1975  issue  of  the  Federal  Register,  pre¬ 
scribe  the  requirements  applicable  to 
comments. 

A  copy  of  each  application  is  on  file, 
and  may  be  examin^  during  ordinary 
Commerce  Department  business  hours  at 
the  Special  Import  Programs  Division, 
Department  of  Commerce,  Washington, 
DC  20230. 

Docket  Number:  75-00511-75-77030. 
Applicant:  San  Diego  State  University 
Foundation,  Scm  Diego,  California  92182. 
Article:  CPS-2  Coherent  NMR  Pulse 
Spectrometer.  Manufacturer:  Spin  Lock 
Electronics  Ltd.,  Canada.  Intended  use  of 
article:  The  article  is  intended  to  be  used 
for  Investigation  of  self -diffusion  In  plas¬ 
tic  crystals  and  proton  exchange  in 
water.  The  article  will  also  be  used  in 
connection  with  Physics  198A,  “Senior 
Research”,  and  Physics  ^99.  Special 
Study  on  the  undergraduate  level  to  in¬ 
troduce  senior  students  to  the  techniques 
of  research  work  and  the  problems  often 
encountered  in  independent  study  and 
Physics  297,  “Research”  on  the  graduate 
level  to  train  M.S.  candidates  in  the  re> 
search  techniques.  Application  received 
by  Commissioner  of  Customs:  May  14, 
1975. 

Docket  Number:  75-00512-33-90000. 
Applicant:  Parkview  Memorial  Hospital, 
220  Randalla  Drive,  Ft.  Wasme.  Indiana 
46805.  Article:  EMI  Scanner  System. 
Manufacturer:  EMI  Limited.  United 
Kingdom.  Intended  use  of  article:  The 
article  is  intended  to  be  used  to  Investi¬ 
gate  and  diagnose  a  large  variety  of  neu¬ 
rologic  disorders  the  most  common  of 
which  are  cerebral  vascular  accident 
(stroke)  and  brain  tumors.  Patients  with 
suspected  brain  abnormalities  will  be 
studied  and  the  findings  will  be  corre¬ 
lated  with  those  of  the  standard  neuro¬ 


radiologic  and  isotopic  diagnostic  tech¬ 
niques.  The  technique  will  be  of  educa¬ 
tional  value  in  teaching  the  anatomical 
details  of  the  normal  and  abnormal 
brains  in  the  transaxial  tomographic 
mode.  Research  will  be  limited  to  non- 
formal  clinical  research,  particular, 
studies  to  determine  whether  or  not  and 
to  what  degree  the  article  will  render 
other  studies  redimdant.  Application  re¬ 
ceived  by  Commisisoner  of  Customs ;  May 
14,  1975. 

Docket  Number:  75-00513-33-46040. 
Applicant:  U.S.  Dept,  of  Agriculture, 
ARS,  Plum  Island  Animal  Disease  Cen¬ 
ter,  P.O.  Box  848,  Greenport,  L.I.,  New 
York  11944.  Article:  Electron  Microscope, 
Model  EM  201.  Manufacturer:  Philips 
Electronic  Instruments  NVD,  The  Neth¬ 
erlands.  Intended  use  of  article:  The 
article  is  intended  to  be  used  for  true 
visualization  of  highly  purified  viruses, 
entry  of  viruses  into  cells  and  the  mat¬ 
uration  of  virus  in  the  cell  as  part  of  on¬ 
going  research  on  exotic  animal  disease 
viruses  including  the  developmental 
stages  and  reactions  with  cells.  The  ar¬ 
ticle  will  also  be  used  as  an  adjunct  to 
the  diagnosis  and  Identification  of  vi¬ 
ruses  in  samples  sent  from  all  over  the 
world.  In  addition,  the  article  Is  to  be 
used  in  the  techniques  of  immimocyto- 
chemistry  Including  ferritin  tagging,  per¬ 
oxidase  and  other  enzyme  labeling  and 
autoradiography  at  the  electr(m  micro¬ 
scope  level.  Application  received  by  Com¬ 
missioner  of  Customs:  May  14,  1975. 

Docket  Number:  75-00514-74-41700. 
Applicant:  University  of  Michigan.  2272 
O.  O.  Brown  Laboratory,  Ann  Arbor. 
Michigan  48105.  Article:  Model  TEA- 
601A  COi  Laser  with  Front  and  Rear 
Optics.  Manufacturer:  Lumonlcs  Re¬ 
search,  Canada.  Intended  use  of  article: 
The  article  is  Intended  to  be  used  in  re¬ 
search  to  study  the  Interaction  of  10.6 
micron,  laser  light  with  a  dense  plasma 
provided  by  an  exploded  lithium  wire. 
The  mechanisms  to  be  studied  are  of  cur¬ 
rent  Interest  In  the  understanding  of  the 
coupling  of  electromagnetic  radiation 
with  plasmas  and  are  directly  related 
to  the  production  of  useful  energy  from 
fusion  by  so-called  “laser-fusion”  meth¬ 
od.  Application  received  by  Commission¬ 
er  of  Customs:  May  14, 1975. 

Docket  Number:  75-00515-33-90000. 
Applicant:  The  University  of  Kansas 
Medical  Center  College  of  Health  Sci¬ 
ences  and  Hospital,'  Department  of  Di¬ 
agnostic  Radiology,  39th  li  Rainbow 
Blvd.,  Kansas  City,  Kansas  66103.  Arti¬ 
cle:  EMI  Scanner  with  Magnetic  Tape 
System.  Manufacturer:  EMI  Limited, 
United  Kingdom.  Intended  use  of  arti¬ 
cle:  The  article  is  intended  to  be  used  in 
research  on  head  trauma  with  the  fol¬ 
lowing  objectives:  (1)  to  identify  and 
verify  the  distinctive  patterns  of  sub¬ 
dural  hematomas,  cerebral  contusions, 
etc.  on  CT  scans,  (2)  to  establish  the 
efficiency  of  CT  scan  in  distinguishing 
the  nature  and  extent  of  multifocal  cere¬ 
bral  lesions  of  diverse  pathogenicity,  (3) 
to  test  the  prognostic  capability  of  CT 
scans  as  regards  the  late  sequelae  of 
closed  head  injury  and  to  demonstrate 


the  pathogenesis  of  potentially  reversi¬ 
ble  secondary  cerebral  complications. 
The  article  will  also  be  used  for  research  ' 
in  the  areas  of  ischemic  cerebral  vascu¬ 
lar  disease.  In  addition,  the  article  is 
Intended  to  oe  used  to  train  and  teach 
diagnostic  radiologists  and  technologists 
to  use  this  tool  and  the  techniques  cor¬ 
rectly.  Application  received  by  commis¬ 
sioner  of  customs;  May  14,  1975. 

Docket  Number:  75-00516-96-11700. 
Applicant:  University  of  Kentucky,  To¬ 
bacco  and  Health  Research  Institute, 
109  Klnkead  Hall,  Lexington,  Kentucky 
40506.  Article:  Smoking  Machines  (4) 
and  Circumference  Gauge.  Manufac¬ 
turer:  Heinr.  Borgwaldt,  West  Germany. 
Intended  use  of  article:  The  article  is 
intended  to  be  used  to  study  the  smoke 
delivery  of  different  types  of  smoking 
materials  under  various  scientifically 
controlled  smoking  conditions.  This 
work  must  Involve  comparisons  of  free 
and  restricted  smoking,  changing  puff 
sharps  and  volumes,  and  puff  intervals 
and  durations.  Smoke  deliveries  from 
clgaretts  will  be  studied  with  the  article. 
Application  received  by  Commissioner 
of  Customs:  May  14,  1975. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance  Pro¬ 
gram  No.  11.106,  Importation  of  Duty-Free 
Educational  and  Scientific  Materials.) 

A.  H.  Stuart, 
Director,  Special  Import 
Programs  Division. 

(PR  Doc.75-14736  FUed  6-4-76:8:45  am) 

UNIVERSITY  OF  ILLINOIS,  ET  AL 

Decision  on  Applications  for  Duty-Free 
Entry  of  Electron  Microscopes 

The  following  is  a  consolidated  deci¬ 
sion  on  applications  for  duty-free  entry 
of  electron  microscopes  pursuant  to  sec¬ 
tion  6(c)  of  the  Educational,  Scientific, 
and  Cultural  Materials  Importation  Act 
of  1966  (Pub.  L.  89-651,  80  Stat.  897)  and 
the  regulations  Issued  thereunder  as 
amended  (40  FR  12253  ehseq.,  15  CFR 
701,  1974).  (See  especially  301.11(e).) 

A  c(H>y  of  the  record  pertaining  to  each 
of  the  applications  in  this  consolidated 
decision  is  available  for  public  review 
during  ordinary  business  hours  of  the 
Department  of  Commerce,  at  the  Special 
Import  Programs  Division.  Office  of  hn- 
port  Programs,  Department  of  Com¬ 
merce,  Washington,  D.C.  20230. 

Docket  Number;  75^0382-33-46040. 
Applicant:  University  of  Illinois  at  Ur- 
bana-Champalgn,  Office  of  Business  Af¬ 
fairs.  Purchasing  Division,  223  Adminis¬ 
tration  Building.  UTbana,  Illinois  61801. 
Article:  Electron  Microscope,  Model  Elm- 
iskop  102  and  accessories.  Manufacturer: 
Siemens  AO.  West  Gtermany.  Intended 
use  of  article:  The  article  is  Intended  to 
be  used  for  morphological  investigations 
of  the  Organ  of  Cortl  of  the  mammalian 
inner  ear  in  experimental  animal  tissue 
(chinchilla  and  monkey),  as  well  as  in 
human  autopsy  tissue.  ITie  overall  objec¬ 
tives  of  these  investigations  are  to  estab¬ 
lish  some  of  the  mechanisms  of  hearing 
loss  from  noise  exposure  and  aging.  Ap¬ 
plication  received  by  Commissioner  of 


FEOEtAl  REGISTER,  VOL  40,  Na  109— THURSDAY,  JUNE  5,  1975 


24226 


NOTICES 


Customs:  February  19. 1975.  Advice  sub¬ 
mitted  by  the  Department  of  Health.  Ed- 
.ucation,  and  Welfare  on:  May  15.  1975. 
Article  ordered;  January  28,  1975. 

Docket  Number:  75-00395-33-46040. 
Applicant;  City  of  Hope  National  Medi¬ 
cal  Center,  Department  of  Pathology, 
1500  East  Duarte  Road,  Duarte,  Califor¬ 
nia  91010.  Article;  Electron  Microscope, 
Model  HIM  301  with  Anticontamination 
System.  Manufacturer;  Philips  Elec¬ 
tronic  Instruments  NVD,  The  Nether¬ 
lands.  Intended  use  of  article:  The  arti¬ 
cle  is  intended  to  be  used  for  (1)  ultra- 
structural  identification  of  intramito- 
chondrial  virus-like  particles  in  human 
mammary  carcinoma,  (2)  continued 
studies  into  the  determination  of  possible 
diagnostic  criteria  for  a  vdde  variety  of 
soft  tissue  sarcmnas  and  other  solid 
malignant  tumors  and  associated  mor¬ 
phologic  characterization  and  localiza¬ 
tion  of  virus-like  particles.  (3)  elucida¬ 
tion  of  ultrastructural  characteristics  of 
Reed-Stemberg  cells  in  Hodgkin’s  Dis¬ 
ease  and  so-called  Reed-Stemberg-like 
cells  which  have  been  described  in  non- 
neoplastlc  disorders,  with  a  careful 
setu-ch  for  E.B.  viral  particles  In  cases 
of  Hodgkin’s  disease.  (4)  combined  study 
of  their  ultrastructure,  histochemistry 
and  membrane  receptor  sites,  with  spe¬ 
cial  emphasis  on  “hlsttocytlc”  lymphoma, 
and  (5)  a  combined  study  of  the  trans¬ 
mission  and  scanning  electron  micros¬ 
copy  with  ultrahistochemistry  of  Hodg¬ 
kin’s  disease  and  non-Hodgkin’s  l3mi- 
phomas  and  studies  of  membrane  re¬ 
ceptor  sites.  The  objectives  pursued  in 
the  course  of  these  investigations  is  to 
determine  the  morphologic  diagnostic 
criteria  for  a  wide  variety  of  pathologic 
malignant  disorders  and  to  determine 
the  morphologic  characterization  and 
location  of  associated  virus  particles.  ’The 
article  will  also  be  used  in  teaching  post¬ 
doctorate  fellows  in  Pathology  and  Surgi¬ 
cal  Pathology  residents  the  basic  infor¬ 
mation  in  i^erence  to  techniques  in 
tissue  preparation,  sectioning,  and  basic 
electron  microscopy  operation  via  rota¬ 
tion  through  the  electron  microscopy 
laboratory.  Application  received  by  Com¬ 
missioner  of  Customs:  March  4,  1975. 
Advice  submitted  by  the  Department  of 
Health,  Education,  and  Welfare  on;  May 
15,  1975.  Article  ordered;  January  29, 
1975. 

Docket  Number:  75-00396-33-46040. 
Applicant:  Columbia  nniversity.  College 
of  Phjrsiclans  and  Surgeons,  Dept,  of 
Wiyslology,  630  West  168th  Street.  New 
York,  New  York  10032.  Article;  Electron 
Mlcroecope,  Model  EM  301  and  Acces¬ 
sories.  Manufacturer;  Philips  Electronic 
Instruments  NVD,  The  Netherlands.  In¬ 
tended  use  of  article:  *1716  article  is  in¬ 
tended  to  be  used  for  the  following 
studies;  (1)  The  ultrastructure  of  Iden¬ 
tified  simapses  in  Aplysia  nervous  sys¬ 
tem.  (2)  The  study  of  ax(H>la8mic  trans¬ 
port  In  single  Identified  neurons  of 


Aplysia.  (3)  ’The  morphology  of  individ¬ 
ual  macromolecular  protein  complexes. 
Application  received  by  Commissioner  of 
Customs:,  March  4,  1975.  Advice  sub¬ 
mitted  by  the  Department  of  Health, 
Education,  and  Welfare  on:  May  15, 
1975.  Article  Ordered:  December  17, 
1974. 

Comments:  No  conunents  have  been 
received  in  regard  to  any  of  the  fore¬ 
going  applications.  Decision:  Applica¬ 
tions  approved.  No  instrument  or  ap¬ 
paratus  of  equivalent  scientific  value  to 
the  foreign  articles,  for  the  purposes  for 
which  the  articles  are  intended  to  be 
used,  was  being  manufactured  in  the 
United  States  at  the  time  the  articles 
were  ordered.  Reasons:  Each  foreign 
article  has  a  specified  resolving  capabil¬ 
ity  of  3.0  Angstroms.  The  most  closely 
comparable  domestic  instrument  avail¬ 
able  at  the  time  the  articles  were  ordered 
was  the  Model  EMU-4C  electron  micro¬ 
scope  which  is  currently  supplied  by 
Adam  David  Company.  The  Model  EMU- 
4C  had  a  specified  resolving  capability 
of  five  Angstroms.  (Resolving  capability 
bears  an  inverse  relationship  to  its  nu¬ 
merical  rating  in  Angstrom  units,  i.e., 
the  lower  the  rating,  the  better  the  re¬ 
solving  capability.)  We  are  advised  by 
the  Department  of  Health,  Education, 
and  Welfare  (HEW)  in  the  respectively 
cited  memoranda,  that  the  additional 
resolving  capability  of  the  foreign  arti¬ 
cles  is  pertinent  to  the  purposes  for 
which  each  of  the  foreign  articles  to 
which  the  foregoing  applications  relate 
is  intended  to  be  used.  We,  therefore, 
find  that  the  Model  EMU-4C  was  not  of 
equivalent  scientific  value  to  any  of  the 
articles  to  which  the  foregoing  applica¬ 
tions  relate,  for  such  purposes  as  these 
articles  are  intended  to  be  used,  at  the 
time  the  articles  were  ordered. 

’The  Depaiiment  of  Commerce  knows 
of  no  other  instrument  or  apparatus  of 
equivalent  scientific  value  to  any  of  the 
foreign  articles  to  which  the  foregoing 
{plications  relate,  for  such  purposes 
as  these  articles  are  intended  to  be  used. 
*  which  was  being  manufactured  in  the 
United  States  at  the  time  the  articles 
were  ordered.  .-T’ 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domastlc  Anistanoe  Pro¬ 
gram  Mo.  11.108,  InqMrtiddon  of  Daty-nree 
Bduoationel  and  Sdentlfle  Materials.) 

A.  H.  Stuart, 
Director,  Special  Import 
'Programs  Division. 

[FR  Doe.75-14737  FUed  S-4-70;8:46  am] 


Maritime  Administration 
ACHILLES  MARINE  CO.  ET  AL 

Filing  of  Applications  for  Construction- 

Different!^  Subsidy  for  Construction  of 

Three  51,000  DWT  Tankers 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  Achilles 
Marine  Company,  OregCHi  Shipping,  Inc., 
and  United  Shipping,  Inc.  on  May  16, 
1975,  filed,  pursuant  to  ’Title  V  of  the 
Merchant  Marine  Act,  1936,  as  amended, 
applications  for  construction-differential 
subsidy  to  aid  in  the  construction  of 
three  new  diesel-powered  tankers  (one 
per  each  company)  of  approximately 
51,000  deadweight  tons  for  use  In  the 
foreign  commerce  of  the  United  States. 

Any  person  may  inspect  the  non-con- 
fidential  portions  of  these  applications  in 
the  OfQce  of  the  Secretary,  Room  3099-B, 
Maritime  Administration,  Department  of 
Commerce,  14th  and  E  Streets,  N.W., 
Washington,  D.C.  20230. 

Dated:  May  30. 1975. 

By  order  of  the  Maritime  Subsidy 
Board,  Maritime  Administration. 

Jaiocs  S.  Dawsom,  Jr., 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.75-14772  Filed  6-4-75;8:48  am] 


National  Oceanic  and  Atmospheric 
Administration 
(Docket  No.  B-522] 

ALFRED  J.  SCHEIBENPFLUG 
Application  for  Transfer  of  Fishery 

Correction 

In  PR  Doc.  75-13618  appearing  on 
page  22567  in  the  issue  of  FYlday,  May  23, 
1975,  the  signature  on  page  22568  at  the 
end  of  the  document  should  read  “Joseph 
W.  Slavin,  Acting  Director.’’ 


DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH, 
EDUCATION,  AND  WELFARE 

Food  and  Drug  Administration 
ADVISORY  COMMITTEES 
Notice  of  Meetings 

Pursuant  to  the  Federal  Advisory  Com¬ 
mittee  Act  of  October  6, 1972  (Pub.  L.  92- 
463,  86  StaL  770-776  (5  U.S.C.  App.  D). 
the  Food  and  Drug  Administration  an¬ 
nounces  the  following  public  advisory 
committee  meetings  and  other  required 
information  in  accordance  with  provi¬ 
sions  set  forth  in  section  10(a)  (1)  and 
(2)  of  the  act: 


CommlttM  uune 

Date,  Uhm,  plam 

Type  o(  meedag  and  eontaet  panon 

1.  BubeommittM  on  Nneleor  Mod- 
iciiM  of  Ute  Modlonl  lUdi^oa 
Advlaory  CommlttM. 

Jnne  18,  3  p.iB.,  mton  of  PbOadel- 
nMn,  Mth  ana  dole  Cootar  Bird., 
Hoorn  401,  Phlkdelpbte,  Pik 

Open— Pater  Pane,  Ph.  D.  (HFX- 
800),  am  Plabart  Lmm,  BeekvlBa 
30893, 801-448-8478. 
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Purpose.  Advises  and  consults  with  the 
Nuclear  Medicine.  Bureau  of  Radlologl- 
opment  related  to  the  application  of 
Agenda.  Discussion  of  application  of 
medicine,  quality  control  training,  and 


Purpose.  Reviews  and  evaluates  avail¬ 
able  information  on  reserpine  and  ad¬ 
vises  the  Secretary,  Assistant  Secretary 
for  Health,  and  the  Commissioner  of 
Food  and  Drugs  regarding  possible  car¬ 
cinogenic  properties,  the  risk  of  cancer 
of  the  breast  and  other  cancer  associ¬ 
ated  with  the  use  of  reserpine,  consider¬ 
ing  such  factors  as  dose,  duration  of 
treatment,  age,  predisposition,  other 
drug  treatment,  and  other  diseases; 
further  studies  required  to  determine 
the  possible  association  between  reser¬ 
pine  and  cancer. 

Agenda.  Open  session:  Comments  and 
presentations  by  interested  persons. 
Closed  session:  Formulation  of  recom¬ 
mendations  and  preparation  of  report. 

Agenda  items  are  subject  to  change  as 
priorities  dictate. 

During  the  open  sessions  shown  above. 
Interested  persons  may  present  relevant 
information  or  views  orally  to  any  com¬ 
mittee  for  its  consideration.  Information 
or  views  submitted  to  any  committee  in 
writing  before  or  during  a  meeting  shall 
also  be  considered  by  the  committee. 

A  list  of  committee  members  and  siun- 
mary  minutes  of  meetings  may  be  ob¬ 
tained  from  the  contact  person  for  the 
committee  both  for  meetings  open  to  the 
public  and  those  meetings  closed  to  the 
public  in  accordance  with  section  10(d) 
of  the  Federad  Advisory  Committee  Act. 

Most  Food  and  Drug  Administration 
advisory  committees  are  created  to  ad¬ 
vise  the  Commissioner  of  Food  and  Drugs 
on  pending  regulatory  matters.  Recom¬ 
mendations  made  by  the  committees  on 
these  matters  are  intended  to  result  in 
action  under  the  Federal  Food.  Drug, 
and  Cosmetic  Act,  and  these  committees 
thus  necessarily  participate  with  the 
Commissioner  in  exercising  his  law  en¬ 
forcement  responsibilities. 

The  Freedom  of  Information  Act  rec- 
ogmized  that  the  premature  disclosure  of 
regulatory  plans,  or  Indeed  internal  dis¬ 
cussions  of  alternative  regulatory  ap¬ 
proaches  to  a  specific  problem,  could 
have  adverse  effects  upon  both  public 
and  private  interests.  Congress  recog¬ 
nized  that  such  plans,  even  when  final¬ 
ized,  may  not  be  made  fully  available  in 
advance  of  the  effective  date  without 
damage  to  such  Interests,  and  therefore 
provided  for  this  type  of  discussion  to 
remain  confidential.  Thus,  law  enforce¬ 
ment  activities  have  long  b^n  recognized 
as  a  legitimate  subject  for  confidential 
consideration. 

These  committees  often  must  consider 
trade  secrets  and  other  confidential  in¬ 
formation  submitted  by  particular  man¬ 
ufacturers  which  the  Food  and  Drug  Ad- 


Division  of  Radioactive  Materials  and 
cal  Health  on  program  policy  and  devel- 
radionuclides  in  the  healing  arts, 
short-lived  radionuclides  in  nuclear 
program  development. 


ministration  by  law  may  not  disclose, 
and  which  Congress  has  included  within 
the  exemptions  from  the  Freedom  of  In¬ 
formation  Act.  Such  information  includes 
safety  and  effectiveness  information, 
product  formulation,  and  manufactur¬ 
ing  methods  and  procedures,  all  of  which 
are  of  substantial  competitive  impor¬ 
tance. 

In  addition,  to  operate  most  effectively, 
the  evaluation  of  specific  drug  or  device 
products  requires  that  members  of  com¬ 
mittees  considering  such  regulatory  mat¬ 
ters  be  free  to  engage  in  full  and  frank 
discussion.  Members  of  committees  have 
frequently  agreed  to  serve  and  to  pro¬ 
vide  their  most  candid  advice  on  the 
understanding  that  the  discussion  would 
be  private  in  nature.  Many  experts  would 
be  unwilling  to  engage  in  candid  public 
discussion  advocating  regulatory  action 
against  a  specific  product.  If  the  com¬ 
mittees  were  not  to  engage  in  the  deliber¬ 
ative  portions  of  their  work  on  a  confi¬ 
dential  basis,  the  consequent  loss  of  frank 
'and  full  discussion  among  committee 
members  would  severely  hamper  the 
value  of  these  committees. 

The  Food  and  Drug  Administration  Is 
relying  heavily  on  the  use  of  outside  ex¬ 
perts  to  assM  in  regulatory  decisions. 
The  Agency’s  regulatory  actions  uniquely 
affect  the  health  and  safety  of  every 
citizen,  and  it  is  imperative  that  the  best 
advice  be  made  available  to  it  on  a  con¬ 
tinuing  basis  in  order  that  it  may  most 
effectively  carry  out  its  mission. 

A  determination  to  close  part  of  an 
advisory  committee  meeting  does  not 
mean  that  the  public  should  not  have 
ready  access  to  these  advisory  commit¬ 
tees  considering  regulatory  issues.  A  de¬ 
termination  to  close  the  meeting  is  sub¬ 
ject  to  the  following  conditions:  First, 
any  interested  person  may  submit 
written  data  or  information  to  any 
committee,  for  its  consideration.  This 
information  will  be  accepted  and  will  be 
considered  by  the  committee.  Second,  a 
portion  of  every  conunittee  meeting  will 
be  open  to  the  public,  so  that  interested 
persons  may  present  any  relevant  infor¬ 
mation  or  views  orally  to  the  committee. 
The  period  for  open  discussion  will  be 
designated  in  any  announcement  of  a 
committee  meeting.  Third,  only  the  de¬ 
liberative  portion  of  a  committee  meet¬ 
ing,  and  the  portion  dealing  with  trade 
secret  and  confidential  information,  will 
be  closed  to  the  public.  The  portion  of 
any  meeting  during  which  nonconfiden- 
tial  information  is  made  available  to  the 
committee  will  be  open  for  public  par¬ 
ticipation.  Fourth,  after  the  committee 
makes  its  recommendations  and  the 


Commissioner  either  accepts  or  rejects 
them,  the  public  and  the  individuals 
affected  by  the  regulatory  decision  in¬ 
volved  will  have  an  opportunity  to 
express  their  views  on  the  decision.  If 
the  decision  results  in  promulgation  of  a 
regulation,  for  example,  the  proposed 
regulation  will  be  published  for  public 
comment.  Closing  a  committee  meeting 
for  deliberations  on  regulatory  matters 
will  therefore  in  no  way  preclude  access 
to  the  committee  itself  or  full  public 
comment  with  respect  to  the  decisions 
made  based  upon  the  committee’s 
recommendation. 

The  Commissioner  has  been  delegated 
the  authority  imder  section  10(d)  of  the 
Federal  Advisory  Committee  Act  to  issue 
a  determination  in  writing,  containing 
the  reasons  therefor,  that  any  advisory 
committee  meeting  is  concerned  with 
matters  listed  in  5  U.S.C.  552(b),  which 
contains  the  exemptions  from  the  public 
disclosure  requirements  of  the  Freedom 
of  Information  Act.  Pursuant  to  this 
authority,  the  Commissioner  hereby  de¬ 
termines,  for  the  reasons  set  out  above, 
that  the  portions  of  the  advisory  com¬ 
mittee  meetings  designated  in  this  notice 
as  closed  to  the  public  involve  discussion 
of  existing  documents  falling  within  (me 
of  the  exemptions  set  forth  in  5  U.S.C. 
552(b),  or  matters  that.  If  in  writing, 
would  fall  within  5  U.S.C.  552(b),  and 
that  it  is  essential  to  close  such  portions 
of  such  meetings  to  protect  the  free  ex¬ 
change  of  Internal  views  and  to  avoid 
imdue  interference  with  Agency  and 
committee  operations.  This  determina¬ 
tion  shall  apply  only  to  the  designated 
portions  of  such  meetings  which  relate 
to  trade  secrets  and  confidential  infor¬ 
mation  or  to  committee  deliberations. 

Dated:  May  29,  1975. 

A.  M.  Schmidt, 

Commissioner  of  Food  and  Drugs. 

(FB  DOC.7&-14646  Filed  6-4-75;8:45  am] 


[DESI  11145;  Docket  No.  FDC-D-322:  NDA 
11-146  etc.] 

CERTAIN  THIAZIDES 

Drugs  for  Human  Use:  Drug  Efficacy  Study 
Implementation  Follow-up  Notice  and 
Notice  of  Opportunity  for  Hearing 

Correction 

In  FR  Doc.  75-13028  appearing  at  page 
21751  In  the  issue  of  Monday,  May  19. 
1975,  In  the  second  column  of  page  21751 
the  first  sentence  of  the  third  paragraph 
under  item  15  is  incorrect  and  repub¬ 
lished  correctly  as  follows: 

In  addition  to  the  holders  of  the  new 
drug  applications  specifically  named 
above,  this  notice  applies  to  all  persons 
who  manufacture  or  distribute  a  drug 
product,  not  the  subject  of  an  approved 
new  drug  application,  which  is  identical, 
related,  or  similar  to  a  drug  product 
named  above,  as  defined  In  21  CFR  310.6. 


Oommlttoe  name  Date,  time,  place  Type  of  meeting  and  contact  person 


2.  Ad  Hoc  Committee  on  June  20,  9  a.m.,  Conference  Room  Open  9  to  10  a.m.,  closed  after  10  a.m.,  John 
Reserpine  and  Breast  L,  Parklawn  Bldg.,  6600  Fishers  Jennings,  M.D.  (HFM-1),  5600  Fishers 
Canow.  Lane,  RockvUle,  Md.  Lane,  RockviUe,  Md.  20652,  301-M3-4124. 
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Office  of  Education 

TITLE  I  AUDIT  APPEAL  AND  RELATED 
OTHER  AUDIT  APPEALS 

Approval  of  Application  for  Hearing 

Notice  Is  hereby  given  that,  pursuant 
to  the  Notice  establishing  the  Title  I 
Audit  Hearing  (37  FR  23002,  October  27, 
1972),  an  application  for  a  review  of 
audit  findings  has  been  received  from 
the  State  of  Florida  and  approved. 

Hie  State  of  Florida  Department  of 
Education  established  a  Sp^ial  Project 
Fund  to  which  it  transferred  certain 
Federal  monies.  The  HEW  Audit  Agency 
subsequently  conducted  an  audit  of  the 
Fund  to  determine  the  purpose  of  the 
expenditure  of  Federal  monies  from  this 
Fund. 

In  Fiscal  Year  1971,  $150,000  of  Fed¬ 
eral  Title  I  Migrant  program  monies 
were  transferred  into  the  Fund  by  the 
Florida  Department  of  Education  to  pay 
a  portion  of  the  costs  of  a  reading  re¬ 
search  contract.  _ 

In  the  course  of  its  audit  the  HEW 
Audit  Agency  made  the  finding  that  the 
Federal  monies  transferred  to  the  Spe¬ 
cial  Project  Fund  from  the  Title  I  Mi¬ 
grant  program  had  not  been  expended 
for  a  purpose  or  purposes  intended  by 
the  relevant  legislation.  Further,  with  re¬ 
spect  to  Vocational  Education  and  Adult 
Basic  Education,  the  Audit  Agency  de¬ 
termined  that,  in  the  process  of  trans¬ 
ferring  funds  from  those  programs  to 
the  Special  Project  Fund,  those  monies, 
in  the  amounts  of  $357,773  in  fiscal  years 
1967  and  1968  (Vocational  Education) 
and  $96,633  in  fiscal  years  1967, 1968,  and 
1970  (Adult  Basic  Education)  lost  their 
distinct  identity.  Thus  there  was  no  as¬ 
surance  that  those  monies  w'ere  in  fact 
expended  for  the  specific  purposes  for 
which  they  were  granted. 

The  State  of  Florida  has  requested  a 
hearing  before  the  Title  I  Audit  Hearing 
Board  to  appeal  final  determinations 
stemming  from  the  audit  in  question, 
ACN:  04-40100.  Because  the  transfer  of 
Federal  funds  into  this  Florida  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Education  Special  Project  Fund 
was  the  common  factual  ingredient 
which  gave  rise  to  the  audit  exceptions 
under  all  three  aforementioned  pro¬ 
grams,  the  U.S.  Commissioner  of  Educa¬ 
tion  has  determined  that  the  Title  I 
Audit  Hearing  Board  may  and  should 
assume  jurisdiction  in  this  matter  while 
recognizing  the  fact  that  monies  in  ad¬ 
dition  to  those  appropriated  \mder  Title 
I  are  involved. 

The  Board  will  render  an  Initial  writ¬ 
ten  decision  for  each  of  the  three  pro¬ 
grams  Involved  in  the  transfer  of  funds. 
The  initial  decisions  of  the  Board  shall 
become  the  final  decisions  of  the  Com¬ 
missioner  unless,  within  25  days  after 
the  expiration  of  time  for  receipt  of 
written  comments,  the  Commissioner 
signifleji  his  determination  to  review 
such  decisions. 

Section  7(c)  of  the  Notice  setting  up 
the  Board  provides: 

(c)  fnterventton  by  third  parties.  (1)  In¬ 
terested  third  parties  may,  upon  application 
to  the  Board  Chairman,  intervene  in  pro¬ 


ceedings  conducted  under  this  Notice.  Such 
appUcatlon  must  indicate  to  the  satisfaction 
of  the  Board  Chairman  that  the  Interrenor 
has  information  relative  to  the  spedllc  tesues 
raised  by  the  final  audit  determination  and 
that  such  information  will  be  useful  to  the 
Hearing  Panel  in  resolving  those  issues. 

(2)  When  third  parties  are  given  leave  to 
intervene  in  accordance  with  subparagraph 
(1)  above,  such  parties  shall  be  afforded  the 
same  opportunities  as  other  parties  to  pre¬ 
sent  written  materials,  to  participate  in  in¬ 
formal  conferences,  to  call  witnesses,  to 
cross-examine  other  witnesses,  and  to  be 
represented  by  counsel. 

Note  should  be  taken  of  the  fact  that 
this  Notice  does  not  refer  to  the  Florida 
application  for  a  hearing  on  Audit  ACN: 
04-10141,  for  which  a  separate  hearing 
is  being  scheduled. 

All  such  applications  for  intervention 
will  be  considered  if  received  on  or  before 
June  16, 1975. 

(20  UB.C.  241a,  1232c) 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance 
Numbers  13.427,  Educationally  Deprived 
Children— Handicapped  (PJL.  80-313);  13.- 
428,  Educationally  Deprived  Children — Local 
Educational  Agencies;  13.429,  Educationally 
Deprived  CThlldren — Migrants;  13.430,  Edu¬ 
cationally  Deprived  CJhUdren — State  Admin¬ 
istration;  13.431,  Educationally  Deprived 
Children  in  State  Administered  Institutions 
Serving  Neglected  or  Delinquent  ChUdren.) 

Dated:  June  2, 1975. 

T.  H.  Bell, 

U.S.  Commissioner  of  Education. 

IFB  Doc.75-14723  FUed  6-4-75:8:45  am) 


OfRce  of  the  Secretary 

REVIEW  PANEL  ON  NEW  DRUG 
REGULATION 

Meeting 

Notice  is  hereby  given,  pursuant  to  Pub. 

L.  92-463,  that  the  Review  Panel  on  New 
Drug  Regulation,  establish  pursuant  to 
Pub.  li.  92-463  by  the  Secretary,  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Health,  Education,  and  Welfare, 
on  February  21,  1975,  will  meet  on  Tues¬ 
day,  June  24,  1975.  at  3  pm  and  Wednes¬ 
day.  June  25,  1975,  at  8:30  am  in  Room 
5051  of  the  Department  of  Health,  Edu¬ 
cation,  and  Welfare's  North  Building,  330 
Independence  Avenue,  SW.  Washington, 
D.C.  The  Review  Panel  will  c<msider  mat¬ 
ters  pertaining  to  its  study  of  existing 
policies  and  procedures  for  the  regulation 
of  new  drugs  by  the  Pood  and  Drug  Ad¬ 
ministration.  The  Panel  will  hold  discus¬ 
sions  with  the  Commissioner  of  Food  and 
Drugs,  and  with  a  fsuidomly  selected 
sample  of  Food  and  Drug  Administration 
employees,  consultants,  and  advisory 
committee  members. 

The  meeting  is  open  to  the  public. 

Further  information  on  the  Review 
Panel  may  be  obtained  from  Dr.  Lionel 

M.  Bernstein,  Executive  Secretary,  Re¬ 
view  Panel  on  New  Drug  Regulation. 
Room  4617,  HEW  North  Building,  330 
Indepmdence  Avenue,  SW,  Washington, 
D.C.  20201,  telephone  (202)  245-7510. 

Date:  May  29, 1975. 

Lionel  M.  Bernstein,  M.D., 
Executive  Secretary, 
Review  Panel  on  New  Drug  Regulation, 

(FR  Doc.75-14722  Filed  6-4-75;8;45  am] 


DEPARTMENT  OF  HOUSING  AND 
URBAN  DEVELOPMENT 

[Dodcet  No.  D  76-332] 

ACTING  INSPECTOR  GENERAL 
Delegation  of  Authority 

During  a  vacancy  In  the  position  of 
Inspector  General,  CTharles  L.  Dempsey 
Is  designated  to  serve  as  Acting  Inspector 
General  with  all  the  powers,  functions, 
and  duties  delegated  or  assl^ed  to  the 
Inspector  General. 

(Sec.  7(d).  Department  of  HUD,  42  U.S.C. 
3535(d).) 

Effective  date.  This  designation  shall 
be  effective  May  24, 1975. 

Carla  A.  Hills, 
Secretary  of  Housing, 
and  Urban  Development. 
(PR  Doc  75-14726  Filed  6-4-76;8:45  am] 


(Docket  No.  D-76-333] 

ASSISTANT  SECRETARY  FOR  ADMINIS¬ 
TRATION  AND  DEPUTY  ASSISTANT  SEC¬ 
RETARY  FOR  ADMINISTRATION 

Delegation  of  Authority  To  Take  Final 
Action  With  Respect  to  Certain  Positions 
and  Employees 

The  Assistant  Secretary  for  Adminis¬ 
tration  and  the  Deputy  Assistant  Secre¬ 
tary  for  Administration  each  is  hereby 
authorized  to: 

1.  Take  final  action  with  respect  to: 

a.  All  HUD  General  Schedule  positions 
and  employees  in  grades  GS-1  through 
GS-18;  except  for  the  classification  au¬ 
thority  which  is  delegated  for  grades 
GS-1  through  GS-15  only; 

b.  All  HUD  wage-board  and  equivalent 
positions  and  employees;  and 

c.  All  employees  paid  by  HUD  at  other 
rates  not  in  excess  of  the  rate  for  OS-15, 
authorized  by  law  to  be  fixed  by  the  De¬ 
partment,  or  fixed  by  law.  Executive 
Order,  or  Civil  Service  Commission  regu¬ 
lation,  applicable  under  special  person¬ 
nel  programs. 

2.  Redelegate  to  the  Director  of  Per¬ 
sonnel  and  the  Deputy  Ihrector  of  I*er- 
sonnel  the  authority  to: 

a.  Take  final  action  with  respect  to : 

i.  All  HUD  General  Schedule  positions 
and  employees  in  grades  GS-1  through 
GS-18;  except  for  the  classification  au¬ 
thority  which  is  delegated  for  grades 
GS-1  through  GS-15; 

li.  All  HUD  wage-board  and  equlvadent 
positions  and  employees;  and 
iii.  All  employees  paid  by  HUD  at  other 
rate  not  in  excess  of  the  rate  for  GS-15, 
authorized  by  law  to  be  fixed  by  the  De¬ 
partment,  or  fixed  by  law.  Executive 
Order,  or  Civil  Service  Commission  regu¬ 
lation,  appli(».ble  under  special  person¬ 
nel  programs. 

b.  Authorize  successive  redelegations 
to  subordinate  employees  of  any  of  the 
authority  redelegated  except  the  author¬ 
ity  to  appoint  employees  in  grades  G8- 
16.  17.  and  18. 

3.  Redelegate  to  each  Regional  Ad¬ 
ministrator  and  Deputy  Regional  Ad¬ 
ministrator  the  authority  to: 


FEDERAL  REGISTER,  VOL  40,  NO.  109 — THURSDAY,  JUNE  5,  1975 


NOTICES 


24229 


a.  Take  final  action  with  respect  to  the 
following  positions  and  employees  under 
the  administrative  Jurisdiction  of  the 
Region: 

i.  All  HUD  General  Schedule  positions 
and  employees  in  grades  GS-1  through 
GS-15; 

il.  All  HUD  wage-board  and  equivalent 
positions  and  employees;  and 

lil.  All  employees  paid  by  HUD  at  other 
rates  not  in  excess  of  the  rate  for  GS-15, 
authorized  by  law  to  be  fixed  by  the  De¬ 
partment,  or  fixed  by  law.  Executive 
Order,  or  Civil  Service  Commission  regu¬ 
lation,  applicable  under  special  person¬ 
nel  programs. 

b.  Authorize  successive  redelegations  to 
subordinate  employees  of  any  of  the  au¬ 
thority  redelegated. 

This  delegation  of  authority  supersedes 
the  unpublished  delegation  effective 
May  4,  1969. 

(Sec.  7(d) ,  Department  of  HXJD  Act,  42  U.S.C. 
3536(d)). 

Effective  Date.  This  delegation  of  au¬ 
thority  shall  be  effective  on  publication 
in  the  Federal  Register,  Jime  5,  1975. 

Carla  A.  Hills, 
Secretary  of  Housing 
and  Urban  Development. 

[PR  Doc.76-14727  PUed  6-4-75:8:45  am) 


DEPARTMENT  OF 
TRANSPORTATION 

National  Highway  Treffic  Safety 
Administration 

(Docket  No.  EX7&-aO:  Notice  1] 

BENLEE  INDUSTRIAL  SALVAGE 
COMPANY,  INC. 

Petition  for  Temporary  Exemption  From 

Federal  Motor  Vehicle  Safety  Standard 

William  Wolok,  doing  business  as  Ben- 
lee  Industrial  Salvage  Company,  Inc.  of 
Detroit,  Michigan,  has  applied  for  a 
temporary  exemption  from  Motor  Ve¬ 
hicle  Safety  Standard  No.  121,  Air  Brake 
Systems,  on  the  basis  that  compliance 
would  cause  substantial  economic  hard¬ 
ship. 

Benlee  produces  20  to  30  trailers  a 
year,  though  it  has  manufactured  none 
since  January  1,  1975.  The  vehicles  are 
special-purpose  in  nature,  “used  as  a 
conveyance  of  solid  waste  material,  both 
rubbish  and  scrap  iron  from  the  city 
location  to  scrap  years  and  dumps  in  the 
Immediate  area  *  ♦  The  retail  price 
of  each  trailer  is  $17,000  and  Benlee 
estimates  that  conformance  to  Standard 
No.  121  would  increase  this  price  by 
$10,000.  This  Increase  Includes  the  cost 
of  setting  up  "proper  testing  facilities 
to  certify.”  Benlee  has  contacted  Prue- 
hauf  Corporation  for  cost  and  delivery 
estimates  of  conforming  parts,  but  has 
received  no  promise  of  delivery.  It  is 
“not  aware  of  any  test  facilities  in  the 
Detroit  area  that  would  certify  our  com¬ 
pliance”  with  Standard  No.  121.  The 
company’s  net  income  in  1972, 1973,  and 
1974  was,  respectively,  $2,910,  $5,635,  and 
$25,683.  If  the  petition  is  denied  the 
company  “would  have  to  discontinue 
manufacture  of  this  unit.”  The  precise 


economic  effect  of  a  discontinuance  is 
presently  unclear  and  Benlee  has  been 
asked  to  supplement  its  petition  on  this 
point. 

This  notice  of  receipt  of  a  petition 
for  a  temporary  exemption  is  published 
in  accordance  with  the  NHTSA  regula¬ 
tions  on  this  subject  (49  CPR  555.7), 
and  does  not  represent  any  agency  deci¬ 
sion  or  other  exercise  of  judgment  con¬ 
cerning  the  merits  of  the  petition. 

Interested  persons  are  Invited  to  sub¬ 
mit  comments  on  the  petition  of  Benlee 
Industrial  Salvage  Company  described 
above.  Comments  should  refer  to  the 
docket  number  and  be  submitted  to: 
Docket  Section,  National  Highway  Traf¬ 
fic  Safety  Administration,  Room  5108, 
400  Seventh  Street  SW.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20590.  It  is  requested  but  not  re¬ 
quired  that  five  copies  be  submitted. 

All  comments  received  before  the  close 
of  business  on  the  comment  closing  date 
indicated  below  will  be  considered.  The 
application  and  supporting  materials, 
and  all  comments  received,  are  available 
for  examination  in  the  docket  both  be¬ 
fore  and  after  the  closing  date.  Com¬ 
ments  received  after  the  closing  date 
will  also  be  filed  and  will  be  considered 
to  the  extent  possible.  Notice  of  action 
upon  the  petition  will  be  published  in 
the  Federal  Register. 

Comment  closing  date:  June  16,  1975. 

(Sec.  3,  Pub.  L.  92-548,  85  Stat.  1159  (15 
U.8.C.  1410);  delegations  of  authority  at  49 
CFR  1.61  and  49  CFR  501.8) 

Issued  on  Jime  3, 1975. 

Robert  L.  Carter, 
Associate  Administrator, 
Motor  Vehicle  Programs. 

[FR  Doc.75-14873  PUed  6-4-75:9:23  ainj 


NATIONAL  MOTOR  VEHICLE  SAFETY 
ADVISORY  COUNCIL 

Cancellation  of  Public  Meeting 

The  June  10  meeting  of  the  National 
Motor  Vehicle  Safety  Advisory  Council’s 
Awards  Committee  and  Congress  Com¬ 
mittee  has  been  cancelled.  Notice  of  this 
meeting  was  published  May  27  in  the 
Federal  Register. 

However  the  June  11  and  12  meetings 
of  the  National  Motor  Vehicle  Safety 
Advisory  Council,  published  (m  May  23 
in  the  Federal  Register  will  take  place 
as  scheduled. 

Issued  on:  May  30, 1975. 

Wm.  H.  Marsh, 
Executive  Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.76-14719  PUed  6-4-75:8:45  am) 


PUBLIC  HEARING 

Construction  of  1-66  Between  Capital 
BeKway  (1-495)  and  Rosslyn,  Virginia 

As  the  Secretary  of  Transportation,  I 
am  required  to  determine  whether  In¬ 
terstate  Highway  66  between  the 
Capital  Beltway  (Interstate  Highway 
495)  and  Rosslyn,  Virginia,  should  be 
constructed.  This  highly  controversial 


issue  has  been  the  subject  of  extensive 
consideration  for  many  years,  during 
which  a  large  record  has  been  compiled 
and  numerous  recommendations  made. 

During  the  past  few  weeks,  when  it 
became  known  the  issue  was  ripe  for  my 
determination,  1  have  had  numerous  re¬ 
quests  for  private  meetings  by  persons 
representing  various  interests  in  this 
matter.  I  have  refused  all  such  requests. 
I  realize,  however,  in  view  of  the  length 
of  time  involved  to  complete  the  process 
of  environmental  considerations  and  the 
Federal  Highway  Administration  design 
plans,  that  there  may  be  views  which 
have  not  yet  been  expressed  and  persons 
with  interests  who  have  not  availed 
themselves  of  the  opportunity  to  present 
them. 

In  these  circumstances,  I  shall  afford 
an  opportunity  to  interested  elected  pub¬ 
lic  ofBcials  and  representatives  of  civic 
organizations  to  express  their  views  at  a 
public  hearing.  The  hearing  shall  be  in¬ 
formal  and  Informational,  conducted  in 
a  manner  comparable  to  a  Congressional 
hearing,  and  will  be  held  Saturday,  June 
21,  1975,  at  the  Departmental  Audi¬ 
torium,  Constitution  Avenue  between 
12th  and  14th  Streets,  NW,  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C.  The  agenda  will  be: 

9:30  a.m.-10:30  a.m..  Elected  public  of¬ 
ficials  favoring  construction. 

10:30  a.m.-ll:30  a.m..  Elected  public  offi¬ 
cials  opposed  to  construction. 

1  p.m.-2  p.m..  Representatives  of  civic 
groups  favoring  construction. 

2  p.m.-3  p.m..  Representatives  of  civic 
groups  opposed  to  construction. 

Participants  will  be  permitted  a  maxi¬ 
mum  of  10  minutes  for  each  presentation. 
Those  of  the  same  point  of  view  are 
urged  to  combine  their  presentations. 
Written  copies  of  presentations  will  be 
helpful,  but  are  not  required.  Addition¬ 
ally,  written  presentations  by  any  inter¬ 
ested  persons,  including  those  who  may 
not  have  sufficient  time  to  express  their 
full  views  at  the  hearing,  may  be  sub¬ 
mitted  directly  to  me  (address  Secretary 
of  Transportation,  Washington,  DC 
20590,  and  Indicate  “1-66  presentation” 
on  envelope)  before  June  28,  1975. 

Any  elected  public  official  or  represent¬ 
ative  of  a  civic  association  desiring  to 
participate  at  the  hearing  should  write 
directly  to  me  at  the  above  address  be¬ 
fore  June  14,  1975,  giving  the  following 
information: 

1.  Name. 

2.  Address. 

3.  Phone  number  during  normal  working 
hours. 

4.  Capacity  in  which  presentation  will  be 
made  (i.e.,  public  official  or  civic  organization 
representative) . 

5.  Position,  pro  or  con. 

6.  Time  (maximum  10  minutes)  desired 
for  presentation. 

A  schedule  will  be  prepared  listing  the 
participants  and  the  order  in  which  their 
presentations  will  be  made.  If  more  re¬ 
quests  to  testify  are  made  than  the  time 
alloted  will  iiermit,  I  will  allow  testimony 
up  to  the  one  hour  allotted  through 
drawing  the  names  by  lot. 

The  public  and  the  press  are  invited  to 
attend  the  hearing.  The  hearing  will  be 
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transcribed  electronically.  The  transcrip¬ 
tion  and  all  written  submissions  will  be¬ 
come  a  part  of  the  record  in  this  pro¬ 
ceeding. 

The  holding  of  this  hearing  is  not  a 
precedent  for  the  way  in  which  I  will 
handle  similar  matters  in  the  future,  as 
this  procedure  is  experimental. 

Issued  in  Washington,  DC,  May  30, 
1975. 

William  T.  Coleman,  Jr., 
Secretary  of  Transportation. 

[PR  Doc.75-14721  Piled  6-4-75:8:45  am] 


AD  HOC  ADVISORY  GROUP  ON 
PUERTO  RICO 

COMPACT  OF  PERMANENT  UNION  BE¬ 
TWEEN  PUERTO  RICO  AND  UNITED 

STATES 

Meeting 

The  Ad  Hoc  Advisory  Group  on  Puerto 
Rico  will  hold  a  public  meeting  at  9:30 
am  to  12  noon  and  from  1 :30  pm  to  4  pm 
as  follows,  Thursday,  Friday  and  Satur¬ 
day,  July  10,  11  and  12,  1975  in  Room 
2010  of  the  New  Executive  Office  Build¬ 
ing,  725  17th  Street,  NW.,  Washington, 
D.C.  Additional  meeting  dates  are  hereby 
set  for  July  17,  18  and  19,  1975;  July  24, 
25,  and  26,  1975  and  July  31.  August  1 
and  2, 1975.  Locations  of  the  latter  meet¬ 
ings  will  be  determined  by  the  Co-Chair¬ 
men  and  notice  given  herein  at  the 
earliest  possible  date.  Any  further  ques¬ 
tions  concerning  meeting  dates  and  lo¬ 
cations  should  be  directed  to  the  under¬ 
signed  at  1016  16th  Street,  NW,  Room 
400,  Washington,  D.C.  20036,  (202)  382- 
1771. 

The  purpose  of  the  meeting  (s)  will  be 
to  jointly  review  and  discuss  the  draft 
‘•‘Compact  of  Permanent  Union  between 
Puerto  Rico  and  the  United  States”  as 
presented  by  the  Puerto  Rican  delegation 
to  the  Advisory  Group. 

Peter  J.  Gallagher, 
Executive  Director. 

[PR  Doc.75-14713  Plied  6-4-75:8:45  am] 


ARMS  CONTROL  AND 
DISARMAMENT  AGENCY 

REPORTS  ON  THE  CLOSED  MEETING  AC¬ 
TIVITIES  OF  THE  GENERAL  ADVISORY 
COMMITTEE  ON  ARMS  CONTROL  AND 
DISARMAMENT 

Public  Availability 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Advisory  Committee  Act,  5  UB.C. 
Ai^.  I  (Supp.  n,  1972)  and  OMB  Cir¬ 
cular  A-63  (Rev.)  of  March  27,  1974,  a 
report  on  the  activities  of  the  General 
Advisory  Committee  on  Arms  Control 
and  Disarmament  covering  closed  meet¬ 
ings  held  in  1974  has  been  prepared  and 
is  available  for  public  Inspection  as 
follows: 

Library  of  Oongrees 
Microform  Reading  Boom 
Room  MB-140B,  Main  Building 
10  First  Street,  SB. 

Wasblngton.  D.C.  ' 


UjB.  Arms  Control  &  Disarmament  Agency 

A(H>A  Library,  Boom  804 

State  Annex  6 

1700  North  Lynn  Street 

Bosslyn,  Virginia 

Sidney  D.  Anderson, 
ACDA  Advisory  Committee 
Management  Officer. 
[PR  Doc.75-14668  Piled  6-4-75:8:45  am] 


CIVIL  AERONAUTICS  BOARD 

[Docket  No.  27608] 

COMPAGNIE  NATIONALE  AIR  FRANCE 
Notice  of  Hearing 

In  the  matter  of  Compagnie  Nationale 
Air  Prance,  Foreign  permit  amendment 
(Cancim,  Mexico) . 

Notice  is  hereby  given,  pursuant  to  the 
provisions  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Act  of 
1958,  as  amended,  that  a  hearing  in  the 
above-entitled  proceeding  will  be  held 
on  June  5,  1975,  at  10  a.m.  in  Room  911, 
Universal  Building,  1825  Connecticut 
Avenue,  NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  before 
Administrative  Law  Judge  William  A. 
Kane,  Jr. 

For  information  concerning  the  issues 
involved  and  other  details  in  this 
proceeding,  interested  persons  are  re¬ 
ferred  to  the  prehearing  conference  re¬ 
port  served  on  May  7,  1975,  and  other 
documents  which  are  in  the  docket  of  this 
proceeding  on  file  in  the  Docket  Section 
of  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Board. 

Dated  at  Washington,  D.C.,  June  2, 
1975. 

[seal]  William  A.  Kane,  Jr., 
Administrative  Law  Judge. 

[PR  Doc.76-14753  Filed  6-4-76:8:45  am] 

COMMITTEE  FOR  THE  IMPLEMEN¬ 
TATION  OF  TEXTILE  AGREEMENTS 

CERTAIN  COTTON,  WOOL  AND  MAN-MADE 

FIBER  TEXTILE  PRODUCTS  PRODUCED 

OR  MANUFACTURED  IN  MEXICO 

Entry  or  Withdrawal  From  Warehouse  for 
Consumption 

June  2,  1975. 

On  May  5, 1975,  there  was  published  in 
the  Federal  Register  (40  FR  19524),  a 
letter  dated  April  29,  1975  from  the 
Chairman  of  the  Committee  for  the  Im¬ 
plementation  of  Textile  Agreements  to 
the  Commissioner  of  Customs,  establish¬ 
ing  levels  of  restraint  applicable  to  cer¬ 
tain  specified  categories  of  cotton  textiles 
and  cotton  textile  products,  produced  or 
manufactured  in  Mexico,  and  exported 
to  the  United  States  during  the  twelve- 
month  period  beginning  on  May  1,  1975. 
‘These  levels  of  restraint  were  established 
to  Implement  certain  provisions  of  the 
Bilateral  Cotton  Textile  Agreement  of 
June  29,  1971,  as  amended,  between  the 
Governments  of  the  United  States  and 
Mexico. 

On  May  12, 1975,  in  furtherance  of  the 
objectives  of,  and  imder  the  terms  of,  the 
Arrangement  Regarding  International 
Trade  In  Textiles  done  at  Geneva  cm 


December  20,  1973,  the  Governments  of 
the  United  States  and  Mexico  concluded 
a  new  comprehensive  bilateral  agreement 
concerning  exports  of  cotton,  wool,  and 
man-made  fiber  textiles  from  Mexico  to 
the  United  States  over  a  pieriod  of  three 
years  beginning  on  May  1,  1975  and  ex¬ 
tending  through  April  30,  1977.  Among 
the  provisions  of  the  new  agreement  are 
those  establishing  an  aggregate  limit  for 
cotton  textiles  and  cotton  textile  prod¬ 
ucts  in  Categories  1-64;  wool  textile 
products  in  Categories  101-126,  128,  131- 
132;  and  man-made  fiber  textile  products 
in  Categories  200-243.  Group  limits  have 
been  established  within  the  aggregate  for 
Categories  1-4,  101-102,  and  200-205; 
Categories  5-27,  104,  105,  and  206-213; 
and  Categories  28-64,  106-132,  and  214- 
243.  Within  the  aggregate  and  applicable 
group  limits,  specific  limits  have  been 
established  for  Categories  9/10,  22/23, 
26/27,  219,  224,  225, 229,  235,  and  238,  and 
consultation  levels  have  been  established 
for  all  other  categories. 

Accordingly,  there  is  published  below 
a  letter  of  June  2,  1975  from  the  Chair¬ 
man  of  the  Committee  for  the  Imple¬ 
mentation  of  Textile  Agreements  to  the 
Commissioner  of  Customs  cancelling  the 
letter  of  April  29, 1975  and  directing  that 
for  the  twelve-month  period  beginning 
on  May  1,  1975  and  extending  through 
April  30,  1976  entry  into  the  United 
States  for  consumption  and  withdrawal 
from  warehouse  for  consumption  of  cot¬ 
ton  textile  products  in  Categories  9/10, 
22/23,  26/27,  and  39;  and  man-made 
fiber  textile  products  in  Categories  219, 
224,  225,  229,  235  and  238  be  limited  to 
the  designated  levels. 

This  letter  and  the  actions  taken  pur¬ 
suant  thereto  are  not  designed  to  imple¬ 
ment  all  of  the  provisions  of  the  new 
bilateral  agreement,  but  are  designed  to 
assist  only  in  the  implementation  of  cer¬ 
tain  of  its  provisions. 

Effective  date:  June  9, 1975. 

Alan  Polansky, 
Chairman,  Committee  for  the 
Implementation  of  Textile 
Agreements,  and  Deputy  As¬ 
sistant  Secretary  for  Re¬ 
sources  and  Trade  Assistance. 

CoMMnrras  roR  the  Implementation  or 
Textile  Agreements 

Commissioner  or  Customs, 

Department  of  the  Treasury, 

Washington,  D.C.  20229. 

June  2, 1975. 

Dear  Mr.  Commissioner:  This  directive 
cancels  and  supersedes  the  directive  Issued  to 
you  on  April  29,  1975  by  the  Chairman  of  the 
Committee  for  the  Implementation  of  Tex¬ 
tile  Agreements,  which  directed  you  to  pro¬ 
hibit  entry  of  cotton  textiles  and  cottmi 
textile  products  in  certain  specified  catego¬ 
ries,  produced  or  manufactured  in  Mexico 
and  exported  to  the  United  States  during  the 
twelve-month  period  beginning  on  May  1, 
1976,  in  excess  of  the  designated  levels  ot 
restraint. 

Under  the  terms  of  the  Arrangement  Re¬ 
garding  International  Trade  in  Textiles  done 
at  Geneva  on  December  20.  1973,  pursuant 
to  the  BllatMal  Cotton,  Wool  and  Man-Made 
Fiber  Textile  Agreement  of  May  12.  1976,  be- 
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tween  the  Governments  of  the  United  States 
and  Mexico,  and  In  accordance  with  the  pro¬ 
visions  Executive  Order  11661  of  March  S, 
1972,  you  are  directed  to  prohibit,  effective 
on  June  9,  1975,  and  for  the  twelve-month 
period  beginning  on  May  1.  1975  and  extend¬ 
ing  through  April  30,  1976,  entry  Into  the 
United  States  for  consumption  of  cotton  tex¬ 
tile  products  in  Categories  9/10,  22/23,  26/27, 
and  39,  and  man-made  liber  textile  products 
in  Categories  219,  224,  225,  229,  235,  and  238, 
in  excess  of  the  following  levels  of  restraint: 


Category  12-month  level  of  restraint  * 

9/10._ .  16,246,000  yd* 

22/23 _  20,000,000  yd* 

26/27 .  12,800,000  yd*  (of  which  not 

more  than  7,814,000  yd.* 
shall  be  in  duck  fabric*), 

39 _  567,064  doz.  pairs. 

219 _  608, 497  doz. 

224 _  1,883,708  lbs. 

226 _  1,781,263  doz. 

229 .  174,182  doz. 

236 _  317,702  doz. 

238 . .  928,315  doz. 


*  The  levels  of  restraint  have  not  been  ad¬ 
justed  to  reflect  any  entries  made  after 
AprU  30. 1975. 

•In  Category  26  the  T.S.U.S.A.  Numbers 
lot  duck  fabric  are: 

320 _ 01  through  04,  06,  08 

821 _ 01  through  04,  06, 08 

322 _ 01  through  04. 06,  08 

326.-.01  through  04. 06, 08 

327 _ 01  through  04,  06,  08 

328.-.01  through  04,  06,  08 

In  carrying  out  this  directive,  entries  of 
cotton  textile  products  in  Categories  9/10, 
22/23,  26/27,  and  39  produced  or  manufac¬ 
tured  In  Mexico  and  exported  to  the  United 
States  prior  to  May  1.  1975,  shall,  to  the 
extent  of  any  unfilled  badances,  be  charged 
against  the  levels  of  restraint  established 
for  such  goods  during  the  period  May  1,  1974 
through  April  30,  1975.  In  the  event  that  the 
levels  of  restraint  established  for  that  twelve- 
month  period  have  been  exhausted  by  pre¬ 
vious  entries,  such  goods  shall  be  subject  to 
the  levels  set  forth  in  this  letter. 

Man-made  flber  textile  products  in  Cate¬ 
gories  219,  224,  226,  229,  236,  and  238,  pro¬ 
duced  or  manufactured  In  Mexico  and  ex¬ 
ported  to  the  United  States  before  May  1, 
1976,  shall  not  be  subject  to  this  directive. 

Man-made  flber  textile  products  in  Cate¬ 
gories  219,  224,  226,  229,  236,  and  238  which 
have  been  released  from  the  custody  of  the 
UJ3.  Customs  Service  under  the  provisions  of 
19  U£.C.  1448(b)  before  the  effective  date 
of  this  directive  shall  not  be  denied  entry 
under  this  directive. 

The  levels  ot  restraint  set  forth  above  are 
subject  to  adjustment  pursuant  to  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  the  bilateral  agreement  of  May  12, 
1975  between  the  Governments  of  the  United 
States  and  Mexico  which  provide.  In  part, 
that:  1)  within  the  aggregate  and  applicable 
group  limits,  q>eclfic  levels  at  restraint  within 
Categories  tl-27.  104,  106,  and  206-213  may  be 
exceeded  by  ten  percent,  and  within  Cate¬ 
gories  28-64,  106-132,  and  214-243,  by  seven 
percent;  2)  these  levels  may  be  Increased  for 
carryover  and  carryforward  up  to  11  percent 
of  the  applicable  category  limit;  3)  consulta¬ 
tion  levels  may  be  Increased  within  the  aggre¬ 
gate  and  ^>pllcable  group  limits  upon  agree¬ 
ment  between  the  two  governments;  and  4) 
administrative  arrangements  or  adjustments 
may  be  nuule  to  resolve  minor  problems 
arising  In  the  Implementation  of  the  agree¬ 
ment.  Any  appropriate  adjustments  tinder 
the  provisions  of  the  bllaeral  agreement  re¬ 
ferred  to  above  will  be  made  to  you  by  letter. 

A  detailed  description  of  the  categories  In 
terms  of  TJB.UJB.A.  numbers  was  publlidied 
In  the  PXDSBAX.  Rsoism  on  February  3,  1976 
(40  FR  6010). 


In  carrying  out  the  above  directions,  entry 
Into  United  States  for  consumption  shall  be 
construed  to  Include  entry  for  consumption 
Into  the  Commonwealth  of  Puerto  Rico. 

The  actions  taken  with  respect  to  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  of  Mexico  and  with  respect  to  Im¬ 
ports  of  cotton,  wool  and  man-made  fiber 
textiles  from  Mexico  have  been  determined  by 
the  Committee  for  the  Implementation  of 
Textile  Agreements  to  involve  foreign  affairs 
functions  of  the  United  States.  Therefore,  the 
directions  to  the  Commissioner  of  Customs, 
being  necessary  to  the  implementation  of 
such  actions,  fall  within  the  foreign  affairs 
exception  to  the  rule-making  provisions  of 
5  U.S.C.  663.  This  letter  will  be  published 
In  the  Federal  Register. 


Sincerely, 


Alan  Polanskt, 

Chairman,  Committee  for  the  Im¬ 
plementation  of  Textile  Agree¬ 
ments,  and  Deputy  Assistant 
Secretary  for  Resources  and  Trade 
Assistance,  U.S.  Department  of 
Commerce. 


|PR  Doc.76-14764  Piled  6-4-76:8:45  am) 


COMMISSION  ON  CIVIL  RIGHTS 

DELAWARE  STATE  ADVISORY 
COMMITTEE 

Agenda  and  Notice  of  Open  Meeting 

Notice  is  hereby  given,  pursuant  to  the 
provisions  of  the  rules  and  regulations  of 
the  U.S.  Commission  on  Civil  Rights,  that 
a  planning  meeting  of  the  Delaware  State 
Advisory  Committee  (SAC)  will  convene 
at  12  noon  and  end  at  3  p.m.  on  June  27, 
1975,  at  the  YMCA— 11th  and  Washing¬ 
ton  Streets,  Wilmington,  Delaware  19801. 

Persons  wishing  to  attend  this  meeting 
should  contact  the  Committee  Chairper¬ 
son,  or  the  Mid-Atlantic  Regional  OflBce 
of  the  Commission,  Room  510,  2120  L 
Street  NW.,  Washington.  D.C.  20037. 

The  purpose  of  this  meeting  is  to  plan 
future  SAC  activities  for  1975. 

This  meeting  will  be  conducted  pur¬ 
suant  to  the  rules  and  regulations  of  the 
Commission. 

Dated  at  Washington,  D.C.,  May  30. 
1975. 

Isaiah  T.  Creswell,  Jr., 
Advisory  Committee 
Management  Officer. 

(FR  Doc.76-14779  Filed  6-4-75; 8:45  am] 


ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION 
AGENCY 

[FRL  383-3;  OPP-60013) 

AGRICULTURAL  COMMISSIONER  OF 
SANTA  CLARA  COUNTY 

Issuance  of  Experimental  Use  Permit 

Pursuant  to  section  5  of  the  Federal  In- 
secticide,  Fungicide,  and  Rodenticlde  Act 
(FIFRA),  as  amended  (86  Stat.  973;  7 
n.S.C.  136) ,  an  experimental  use  permit 
has  been  issued  to  the  Agricultural  Com¬ 
missioner  of  Santa  Clara  County.  Cali¬ 
fornia.  Such  permit  is  in  accordance  with, 
and  subject  to,  the  provisions  of  40  CFR 
Part  172;  Part  172  was  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  on  April  30,  1975  (40 
FR  18780)  and  defines  EPA  procedures 
with  respect  to  the  use  of  pesticides  for 
experimental  purposes. 
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This  experimental  use  permit  No. 
11182-EUP-l  allows  the  use  of  164 
pounds  of  N,N'-[  1.4-piperazine  diylbis(2, 
2,2  -  trlchloroethylidene)  Ibistformam- 
ide]  on  asters.  A  total  of  100  acres  are 
involved:  the  program  is  authorized  only 
in  the  State  of  California.  The  experi¬ 
mental  use  permit  is  effective  from  May 
7,  1975,  to  May  7.  1976.  . 

Interested  parties  wishing  to  review  the 
experimental  use  permit  are  referred  to 
Room  E-315,  Registration  Division  (WH- 
567),  Office  of  Pesticide  Programs,  EPA, 
401  M  St.,  SW.,  Washington.  D.C.  20460. 
It  is  suggested  that  such  interested  per¬ 
sons  call  202/755-4851  before  visiting  the 
EPA  Headquarters  Office,  so  that  the  ap¬ 
propriate  permit  may  be  made  conven¬ 
iently  available  for  review  purposes. 
These  files  will  be  available  for  inspec¬ 
tion  from  8:30  a.m.  to  4  p.m.  Monday 
through  Friday. 

Dated:  May  30,  1975. 

Charles  L.  Elkins, 

Acting  Assistant  Administrator 
for  Water  and  Hazardous  Materials. 
|FR  Doc.75-14777  Filed  6-4-75;8:45  am) 


[FRL  384-2) 

DISCHARGE  OF  POLLUTANTS 
Notice  of  Adminfstrative  Order 

In  accordance  with  section  101(a)  of 
the  Federal  Water  Pollution  Control  Act 
Amendments  of  1972,  33  U.S.C.  1211(a), 
which  encourages  public  participation  in 
the  enforcement  of  any  plan  established 
by  the  Administrator,  notice  is  hereby 
given  that  an  agreement  has  been 
reached  between  Jack  E.  Ravan,  Regional 
Administrator,  Region  TV,  and  Leslie 
Howard  Hall,  m.  concerning  certain 
property  in  Mobile  Coimty,  Alabama.  The 
agreement  allows  Leslie  Howard  Hall, 
in.  to: 

Place  clean,  dry  trucked-in  fill  ma¬ 
terial  within  such  area  as  was  delimited 
by  stakes  during  a  February  4,  1975, 
meeting  with  representatives  of  the 
United  States  Environmental  Protection 
Agency.  Region  TV,  the  United  States 
Army  Corps  Engineers,  and  the  United 
States  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service  for  the 
purpose  of  constructing  a  marine-asso¬ 
ciated  facility.  Said  area  is  bordered  by 
an  existing  canal  to  the  north  and  east, 
a  roadway  to  the  west,  and  the  afore¬ 
mentioned  stakes  representing  the  south¬ 
ern  boundary. 

The  agreement  prohibits  the  develop¬ 
ment  of  said  property  for  the  purpose  of 
a  housing  or  trailer  subdivision,  and  any 
discharge  into  waters  of  the  United 
States  as  a  result  of  the  filling  operation 
except  within  the  area  described  above. 

The  United  States  Environmental  Pro¬ 
tection  Agency,  Region  IV,  will  receive, 
on  or  before  July  7,  1975,  written  com¬ 
ments  relating  to  the  agreement.  Com¬ 
ments  should  be  addressed  to  Director. 
Enforcement  Division,  Environmental 
Protection  Agency,  1421  Peachtree 
Street,  N.E.,  Atlanta,  Georgia  30309  and 
refer  to  AO  No.  75-87(w) . 

The  Order  may  be  examined  at  the 
office  of  the  United  States  Environmental 


5,  1975 


24232 

Protection  Agency,  Region  IV,  at  the 
above  referenced  address  in  Rocun  304; 
Corps  of  E^ngineers,  United  States  Army 
Engineer  District,  Post  Office  Box  2288, 
109  St.  Joseph  Street,  Mobile,  Alabama; 
and  the  United  States  Fish  and  Wildlife 
Service,  Post  Office  Box  4277,  St.  Andrews 
Station,  1008  Beck  Avenue,  Panama 
City,  Florida  32401. 

A  copy  of  the  Order  may  be  obtained 
in  person  or  by  mail  from  the  United 
States  Environmental  Protection  Agency, 
Region  IV,  office. 

Dated:  June  2,  1975. 

Jack  E.  Ravan, 
Regional  Administrator, 

Region  IV. 

[PR  Etoc.75-14810  Plied  6-4-75;8:45  am] 


[PBL  383-4;  OPP-500121 

JOYCE  ENVIRONMENTAL  CONSULTANTS, 
INC. 

Issuance  of  Experimental  Use  Permit 

Pursuant  to  section  5  of  the  Federal 
Insecticide,  Fungicide,  and  Rodenticide 
Act  (FIFRA),  as  amended  (86  Stat.  973; 
7  U.S.C.  136),  an  experimental  use  per¬ 
mit  has  been  issued  to  Joyce  Environ¬ 
mental  Consultants,  Inc.,  Fort  Lauder¬ 
dale,  Florida.  Such  permit  is  in  accord¬ 
ance  with,  and  subject  to,  the  provisions 
of  40  CFR  Part  172;  Part  172  was  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  on  April 
30,  1975  (40  FR  18780)  and  defines  EPA 
procedures  with  respect  to  the  use  of 
pesticides  for  experimental  purposes. 

This  experimental  use  permit  No. 
35944-EUP-l  allows  the  use  of  2,400 
pounds  of  diQuat  cation  (from  diquat 
dibromide)  on  Spirodela  oligorrhiza 
(Asian  giant  duckweed) .  A  total  of  1600 
acres  are  involved;  the  program  is  au¬ 
thorized  only  in  the  State  of  Alabama. 
The  experimental  use  permit  is  effective 
from  May  16,  1975,  to  December  31, 1975. 

Interested  parties  wishing  to  review 
the  experimental  use  permit  are  referred 
to  Room  E-315,  Registration  Division 
(WH-567) ,  Office  of  Pesticide  Programs, 
EPA,  401  M  St.,  S.W.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20460.  It  is  suggested  that  such  interested 
persons  call  202/755—4851  before  visit¬ 
ing  the  EPA  Headquarters  Office,  so  that 
the  appropriate  permit  may  be  made 
conveniently  available  for  review  pur- 
px)ses.  These  files  will  be  available  for 
Inspection  from  8:30  a.m.  to  4  pjn., 
Monday  through  Friday, 

Dated:  May  30, 1975. 

Charles  L.  Elkins, 

Acting  Assistant  Administrator 
for  Water  and  Hazardous  Materials. 
[FR  Doc.76-14778  Filed  8-4-75;8:45  amj 


[FRL  384-1] 

NATIONAL  AIR  POLLUTION  CONTROL 
TECHNIQUES  ADVISORY  COMMITTEE 

Notice  of  Meeting 

Pursuant  to  Pub.  L.  92-463,  notice  Is 
hereby  given  that  a  meeting  of  the  Na¬ 
tional  Air  Pollution  Control  Techniques 
Advisory  Committee  will  be  held  at  10 


NOTICES 


a.m.  on  Jime  23, 1975,  at  the  Holiday  Inn 
of  Chicago-Des  Plaines,  Duke/Noble 
Rooms,  Touhy  Avenue  and  U.S.  12,  Des 
Plaines,  Illinois  (60018) ,  telephone  (312) 
296-8866. 

The  purpose  of  the  meeting  will  be  to 
discuss  two  repiorts  that  will  be  used  to 
determine  new  source  performance 
standard  (NSPS)  priorities  which  will 
serve  as  the  basis  of  a  five  year  new 
source  performance  standard  program. 
Prepared  by  The  Research  Corporation 
of  New  Englsuid  (TRC) ,  the  first  study 
details  the  assumptions  and  calculations 
used  to  estimate  the  effect  of  NSPS  on 
specific  sources.  These  results  are  in¬ 
corporated  into  a  screening  and  evalua¬ 
tion  system  in  the  second  report,  pre¬ 
pared  by  Argonne  National  Laboratory 
(ANL),  which  analyzes  several  dozen 
standard-setting  strategies.  TRC  and 
ANL  piersonnel  will  present  results  of 
their  respective  reports  and  will  be  avail¬ 
able  during  the  discussion  periods  fol¬ 
lowing  each  report. 

The  meeting  will  be  open  to  the  public. 
Anyone  wishing  to  attend  or  submit  a 
paper  should  contact  Mr.  Don  R.  Good¬ 
win,  Director,  Emission  Standards  and 
Engineering  Division,  Environmental 
Protection  Agency,  Research  Triangle 
Park,  North  Carolina  27711. 

The  telephone  number  and  area  code 
are  (919)  688-8146,  extension  271. 

Dated:  June  2,  1975. 

Roger  Strelow, 
Assistant  Administrator 
for  Air  and  Waste  Management. 

[FR  Doc.75-14809  Filed  6-4-75; 8; 45  am] 


[FIFRA  Docket  Nos.  145  etc.  (FRL  382-3)] 

SHELL  CHEMICAL  COMPANY,  ET  AL. 

Order  of  the  Administrator  on  the  Status 

of  Existing  Stocks  of  Available  Aldrin/ 

Dieldrin  Pesticides  in  1975 

On  October  1,  1974, 1  issued  an  Opin¬ 
ion  and  Order  suspiending  the  registra¬ 
tions  and  prohibiting  the  production 
for  use  of  all  p>esticide  products  contain¬ 
ing  Aldrin/Dieldrin  which  were  subject 
to  and  for  which  appieals  were  duly  filed 
from  the  Aldrin/Dieldrin  cancellation 
order  issued  Jime  26,  1972.  In  that  same 
Order  I  announced,  in  accordance  with 
the  “Spjecial  Rule”  provisions  of  section 
15(b)  (2)  of  the  Federal  Insecticide, 
Fungicide  and  Rodenticide  Act,  as 
amended,  7  U.S.C.  Sec.  135,  et  seq.,  that 
the  continued  sale  and  use  of  existing 
stocks  of  registered  products  containing 
Aldrin  or  Dieldrin  which  were  for¬ 
mulated  prior  to  August  2,  1974  shall  be 
permitted.  I  expressly  prohibited  any 
stocks  of  technical  grade  Aldrin  or 
Dieldrin  formulated  into  products  after 
August  2,  1974,  from  bein^  placed  in 
commerce,  sold  or  used  for  any  purposes 
other  than  those  spieciflcally  exempted 
in  the  June  26,  1972,  cancellation  order.^ 


^It  has  been  called  to  my  attention  that 
some  question  as  to  the  validity  of  the  cut¬ 
off  date,  August  3,  was  raised  in  a  series  of 
letters  exchanged  over  the  past  several 
months  between  counsel  for  Shell  Chemical 
Co.  (Shell),  Environmental  Defeuse  Fund, 


In  invoking  the  “Special  Rule”  provi¬ 
sion  piermitting  use  of  existing  stocks,  it 
was  my  understanding  at  the  time  that 
stocks  were  minimal  due  to  the  fact  that 
the  growing  season  for  com  had  already 
been  completed  and  that  the  manufac¬ 
turing  cycle  had  not  yet  begun. 

In  its  brief  before  the  Court  of  Appeals, 
Counsel  for  EPA  informed  the  Court  that 
it  had  just  leai'ned,  though  without  any 
substantiation,  that  an  estimated  5  p>er- 
cent  of  the  total  1974  amount  of  Aldrin/ 
Diedrin  granules  might  still  be  for 
sale  and  use  in  1975.  Accordingly, 
EPA  annoimced  its  intention  “to  initiate 
an  investigation  to  determine  the  amount 
and  location  of  outstanding  stocks  of 
Aldrin/Dieldrin  and  to  take  appropriate 
action  based  upon  this  invesitgation.” 
(Brief  for  Respondents  at  128).  In  oral 
argument  before  the  Court  of  Appeals  on 
February  7, 1975,  the  Department  of  Jus¬ 
tice  on  behalf  of  EPA  informed  the 
Court  that  such  an  investigation  had  al¬ 
ready  been  initiated.  A  letter  had  been 
sent  on  February  6,  1975  to  the  Aldrin/ 
Dieldrin  registrants  who  were  parties  to 
the  suspension  proceeding  in  which  the 
following  information  was  requested: 

(1)  “The  daily  average  of  pounds  or  units 
of  Aldrin  or  Dieldrin  under  [registrant's] 
control  from  January  15,  1975  up  to  and  in¬ 
cluding  February  1,  1975,  which  was  formu¬ 
lated  prior  to  August  2, 1974.” 

(2)  The  amount  of  Aldrin/Dieldrin  prod¬ 
ucts  shipped  during  this  time  period.  Stock 
estimates  would  not  include  those  quanti¬ 
ties  designated  for  non-suspended  uses. 

Responses  to  that  letter  were  received 
intermittently  through  March  27,  1975. 
Conversions  of  the  various  formulations 
to  a  poundage  basis  and  tabulation  of  all 
the  figures  were  completed  on  April  5, 
1975.  Those  figures  revealed  that  as  of 
February  1,  1974  the  formulators  and 
registrants  had  on  hand  approximately 
273,200  lbs.  of  technical  grade  Aldrin/ 
Dieldrin  formulated  into  various  pesti¬ 
cides  prior  to  August  2,  1974.  This  figure, 
which  included  all  types  of  formulations, 
was  substantially  lower  than  the  5  per¬ 
cent  total  of  1974  Aldrin  granules  esti¬ 
mated  in  the  memorandum  attached  as 
Appendix  B  to  Respondents’  brief  before 
the  Court  of  Appeals. 

On  April  4,  1975,  the  U.S.  Court  of  Ap¬ 
peals  for  the  District  of  Columbia  en¬ 
tered  its  Opinion  in  Environmental  De¬ 
fense  Fund,  Inc.  et  al.  v.  Environmental 


Inc.  (EDF)  and  the  Environmental  Protec¬ 
tion  Agency  (EPA).  I  do  not  consider  the 
Shell  letters  to  constitute  a  valid  motion  for 
reconsideration  of  my  order  on  this  issue. 
The  rules  of  practice  speolflcally  provide 
for  such  a  motion  to  be  filed  within  10*  days 
following  service  of  a  final  order.  Shell’s 
informal  Inquiry  was  received  nearly  3 
months  after  service  of  the  order.  Moreover, 
the  issue  was  never  raised  in  brief  or  oral 
argument  before  the  Court  of  Appeals  and, 
therefore,  must  be  considered  to  have  been 
finally  resolved.  I  think  It  necessary  for  me. 
as  in  the  Instant  case,  to  be  able  to  prohibit 
sale  and  iise  of  a  suspended  product  effec¬ 
tive  from  the  time  of  Issuance  of  a  notice  of 
intention  to  suspend  if  such  su^ension  is 
finally  ordered.  Otherwise,  stockpiling  of 
rapidly  manufactured  or  formulated  prod¬ 
ucts  could  become  a  serious  abuse  and 
problem. 
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Protection  Agency,  et  al.,  510  F.2d,  1292 
(1975)  affirming  the  Agency’s  suspension 
order  except  lor  the  exemption  of  the 
sale  and  use  of  existing  stocks  which  was 
remanded  to  the  Agency.  The  Court 
called  the  Agency’s  investigation  into  the 
matter  “an  ongoing  re-evaluation  that  is 
entirely  appropriate,’’ 

On  Monday  April  7,  immediately  fol¬ 
lowing  the  receipt  of  the  Court’s  Opin- 
icm,  the  Agency  staff  began  telephoning 
the  same  Aldrin/Dieldrln  registrants 
and  formulators  previously  contacted  by 
letter  in  F'ebruary  1975.  ’The  Agency 
learned  that  in  the  intervening  time  be¬ 
tween  the  reporting  of  available  stocks 
through  February  1,  1975  and  our  con¬ 
tact  by  telephone  during  the  week  of 
April  7th  the  vast  majority  of  the  stocks 
had  since  been  sold  or  used  and  that 
what  remained  had  been  designated  for 
Immediate  sale.  The  32  formulators  con¬ 
tacted  during  the  week  of  April  7th  had 
on  hand  stocks  of  approximately  39,500 
lbs  of  technical  grade  Aldrin/Dieldrin 
formulated  into  products  prior  to  Au¬ 
gust  2,  1974.  Those  formulators  with  any 
stocks  on  hand  indicated  that  the  pesti¬ 
cides  were  to  be  sold  within  the  next 
several  days.  Shell  and  the  EDF  have 
been  Informed  of  the  results  of  our  in¬ 
vestigation.  As  a  practical  matter,  it 
can  be  said  that  there  are  virtually  no 
retrievable  stocks  of  Aldrin/Dieldrln 
pesticides  remaining  in  this  country  as 
of  this  date. 

Accordingly,  I  do  not  feel  that  it  is 
necessary  nor  that  any  real  purpose 
would  be  served  by  reconvening  the 
hearing  for  purposes  of  this  investiga¬ 
tion  since  the  question  of  use  or  disposal 
of  existing  stocks  is  now  moot. 

Dated:  May  23, 1975. 

Russell  E.  Train, 
Administrator. 

[FR  DOC.7S-14653  FUed  e-4-76;8:4S  am] 


[OFF— 33000/262  &  263 (FRL  382-8)  ] 

RECEIPT  OF  APPLICATIONS  FOR 
PESTICIDE  REGISTRATION 

Data  To  Be  Considered  In  Support  of 
Applications 

On  November  19,  1973,  the  Environ¬ 
mental  Protection  Agency  (EPA)  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  (38  FR 
31862)  Its  interim  policy  with  respect 
to  the  administration  of  section  3(c) 
(1)  (D)  of  the  Federal  Insecticide,  Fun- 
glcide,  and  Rodentlclde  Act  (FIFRA), 
as  amended.  This  policy  provides  that 
EPA  will,  upon  receipt  of  every  applica¬ 
tion  for  registration,  publish  in  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register  a  notice  containing  the 
Information  shown  below.  ’The  labeling 
furnished  by  the  applicant  will  be  avail¬ 
able  for  examination  at  the  Environ¬ 
mental  Protection  Agency,  Room  EB-31, 
East  Tower,  401  M  Street,  SW,  Wash¬ 
ington  DC  20460. 

Within  sixty  days  following  the  date 
of  publication  of  this  notice,  any  person 
who  (a)  Is  or  has  been  an  applicant,  (b) 
believes  that  data  he  develop^  and  sub¬ 
mitted  to  EPA  on  or  after  October  21, 
1972,  Is  being  used  to  support  an  appli¬ 


cation  described  in  this  notice,  (c)  de¬ 
sires  to  assert  a  claim  for  compensation 
imder  section  3(c)(1)(D)  for  such  use 
of  his  data,  and  (d)  wishes  to  preserve 
his  right  to  have  the  Administrator  de¬ 
termine  the  amount  of  reasonable 
compensation  to  which  he  is  entitled 
for  such  use  of  the  data,  must  notify 
the  Administrator  and  the  applicant 
named  in  the  notice  in  the  Federal  Reg¬ 
ister  of  his  claim  by  certified  mail. 
Notification  to  the  Administrator  should 
be  addressed  to  the  Information  Coor¬ 
dination  Section,  Technical  Services 
Division  (WH-569),  Office  of  Pesticide 
Programs,  401  M  Street,  SW,  Washing¬ 
ton  DC  20460.  Every  such  claimant 
must  include,  at  a  minimum,  the  in¬ 
formation  listed  in  the  interim  policy 
of  November  19, 1973. 

Applications  submitted  under  2(a)  or 
2(b)  of  the  interim  policy  will  be  proc¬ 
essed  to  completion  in  accordance  with 
existing  procedures.  Applications  sub¬ 
mitted  under  2(c)  of  the  interim  policy 
cannot  be  made  final  imtil  the  60  day 
period  has  expired.  If  no  claims  are  re¬ 
ceived  within  the  60  day  period,  the  2(c) 
application  will  be  processed  according 
to  normal  procedure.  However,  if  claims 
are  received  within  the  60  day  period,  the 
applicants  against  whom  the  claims  are 
asserted  will  be  advised  of  the  alter¬ 
natives  available  under  the  Act.  No 
claims  will  be  accepted  for  possible  EPA 
adjudication  which  are  received  after 
this  sixty  day  period. 

Dated:  May  28, 1975. 

John  B.  Ritch,  Jr., 
Director,  Registration  Division. 
Applications  Received  (OFF-33000/262) 

EFA  Reg.  No.  276-12.  Agricultural  Sc  Veteri¬ 
nary  Froducts,  Dlv.  Abbott  Laboratories, 
N.  Chicago  IL  60064.  2%  LIQUID  LIST  NO. 
6160/CONCENTRATE  FRO-OIBB.  Active 
Ingredients:  Oibberelllc  Acid  2%.  Method 
of  Support:  Application  proceeds  under 
2(c)  of  Interim  policy.  Republished:  Added 
use.  FM26 

EFA  Reg.  No.  276-13.  Agricultural  Sc  Veteri¬ 
nary  Froducts,  Dlv.  Abbott  Laboratories, 
N.  Chicago  IL  60064.  SOLUBLE  FOWDER 
LIST  NO.  6161  FRO-OIBB.  Active  Ingre¬ 
dients:  OlbbereUic  Acid  10%.  Method  of 
Support:  Application  proceeds  under  2(c) 
of  Interim  policy.  Republished :  Added  use. 
FM26 

EFA  FUe  Symbol  36808-R.  Aerosol  Fillers  Inc., 
6486  Ramsay  Rd.,  St.  Hubert,  Quebec 
J3Y6S8.  FREMIER  INSECT  SFRAT  FOR 
HOUSE  FLANTS.  Active  Ingredients:  Fy- 
rethrlns  0.02%;  Rotenone  0.13%;  Technical 
Fiperonyl  Butoxlde  0.26%.  Method  of  Sup¬ 
port:  Application  proceeds  under  2(c)  of 
Interim  policy.  FM17 

EFA  Reg.  No.  3126-277.  Chemagro  Agr.  Dlv. 
of  Baychem,  FO  Box  4913,  Kansas  City  MO 
64120.  SENCOR  60%  WETTABLE  FOWDER 
HERBICIDE.  Active  Ingredients:  4-Ainlno- 
6  -  (1,1  •  dimethyl-ethyl) -3- (methylthlo)- 
141.4-trlazln-6(4H)-one  60%.  Method  of 
Support:  AppUcatlon  proceeds  under  3(b) 
of  interim  policy.  Republished:  Added 
uses.  FM26 

EFA  Reg.  No.  8126-193.  Chemagro  Agr.  Dlv. 
of  Baychem,  FO  Box  4913,  Kansas  City  MO 
64120.  OUTmON  60%  WETTABLE  FOW¬ 
DER  CROF  INSECITCIDE.  Active  Ingre¬ 
dients:  0,0  -  Dimethyl  8  -  ( (4  -  ozo-l,2,S- 
benzo-trlszln-3(4H)-yl)  methyl]  pboepho- 
rothloate  60%.  Method  of  Support:  Appli¬ 


cation  proceeds  under  2(b)  of  interim 
policy.  FM12 

EFA  File  Symbol  6863-RA.  Bes-Tex  Insecti¬ 
cides  Co.,  Inc.,  FO  Box  664,  San  Angelo  TX 
76901.  BES-TEX  LAWN  WEED  KILLER. 
Active  Ingredients:  Iso-octyl  ester  of  2,4- 
dlchlorophenoxyacetlc  acid  9.4%;  Iso-octyl 
ester  of  Sllvex  (2(2.4,5-trlchlorophenoxy)  - 
propionic  acid)  4.4%.  Method  of  Support; 
Application  proceeds  under  2(c)  of  interim 
policy.  FM23 

EPA  File  Symbol  36266-R.  Dermlk  Labora¬ 
tories,  Inc.,  500  Virginia  Dr.,  Port  Wash¬ 
ington  PA  19034.  GBH  SHAMPOO.  Active 
Ingredients:  Lindane  (gamma  benzene 
hexachloride)  1%.  Method  of  Support:  Ap¬ 
plication  proceeds  under  2(c)  of  interim 
policy.  PM  16 

EPA  Reg.  No.  464-1.  Dow  Chemical  USA.  PO 
Box  1706,  Midland  MI  48640.  DOW  FOR¬ 
MULA  40  HERBICIDE.  Active  Ingredients : 
Alkanolamlne  Salts  (of  the  Ethanol  and 
Isopropanol  series)  of  2,4-Dlchlorophe- 
noxyacetlc  acid  69.7%.  Method  of  Support: 
Application  proceeds  under  2(c)  of  interim 
policy.  Republished:  Added  uses.  PM23 

EPA  Pile  Symbol  464-LER.  Dow  Chemical 
USA,  Ag-Organlcs  Dept.,  PO  Box  1706,  Mid¬ 
land  MI  48640.  DOW  CHLORPYRIFOS 
SPECIAL  MIXTURE  NO.  1.  Active  Ingre¬ 
dients:  Chlorpyrlfos  [0,0-diethyl  0- (3,5,6. - 
trlchloro  -  2  -  pyridyl)  phosphorothloate  | 
61.0%;  2,2-Dlchlorovlnyl  dimethyl  phos¬ 
phate  5.9%.  Method  of  Support:  Applica¬ 
tion  proceeds  under  2(b)  of  Interim  policy. 
PM12 

EPA  File  Symbol  7296-RN.  Gem  City  Chem¬ 
icals,  Inc.,  1287  Air  City  Ave.,  Dayton  OH 
46404.  GEMCHLOR.  ActlVb  Ingredients: 
Sodium  Hypochlorite  13.76%;  Sodium 
Chloride  11.44%;  Iron  0.0002%.  Method  of 
Support:  Application  proceeds  under  2(c) 
of  interim  policy.  PM34 

EPA  Reg.  No.  334-382.  Hysan  Corp.,  919  W. 
38th  St.,  Chicago  IL  60609.  PSIO  RESID¬ 
UAL  INSECT  KILLER.  Active  Ingredients; 
(5-Benzyl-3-furyl)  methyl  2,2-dimethyl-3- 
(2-methylpropenyl )  cyclopropanecarboxyl  - 
ate  0.200%;  Related  compounds  0.027%; 
d-trans  Allethrin  (allyl  homolog  of  Cinerln 
I)  0.200%:  Related  compounds  0.015',; 
Aromatic  petroleum  hydrocarbons  0.265'  ; . 
Method  of  Support:  Application  proceeds 
under  2(c)  of  interim  policy.  PM17 

EPA  Pile  Symbol  36301-G.  J  Chem,  PO  B'^  x 
6421,  Houston  TX  77012.  SYNERGIZED 
PYRETHRINS  AREA  SPRAY  CONCEN¬ 
TRATE.  Active  Ingredients:  Psrrethrlns 
1.0%;  Plperonyl  butoxlde  technical  10.0%,; 
Petroleum  distillate  89.0%.  Method  of 
Support;  Application  proceeds  under  2(c) 
of  Interim  policy.  PM17 

EPA  Pile  Symbol  35317-R.  Kuehne  Chemical 
Co.,  Inc.,  PO  Box  634  Linden  NJ  07036. 
SODIUM  HYPOCHLORITE  SOLUTION. 
Active  Ingredients:  Sodium  Hypochlorite 
12.5%.  Method  of  Support;  Application 
proceeds  under  2(c)  of  interim  pollcv. 
PM34 

EPA  File  Symbol  6836-UA.  Lonza  Inc.,  22-10 
Route  108,  Fair  Lawn  NJ  07410.  LONZA 
GLYODIN  FRUIT  FUNGICIDE.  Active  In¬ 
gredients:  Glyodln  (2-heptadecylimidazo- 
line  acetate)  30%.  Method  of  Support; 
Application  proceeds  under  2(c)  of  Interim 
policy.  PM21 

EPA  File  Sirmbol  1266-RLI.  Malter  Inter¬ 
national  Corp.,  International  Headquarters, 
Box  6099,  New  Orleans  LA  70174.  AIR¬ 
BORNE  SPACE  SPRAY  NO.  11.  Active  In¬ 
gredients:  Petroleum  Distillates  67.42%; 
Aromatic  Hydrocarbons  16.86%;  Essential 
Oils  8.03%;  Technical  Plperonyl  Butoxlde 
1.04%;  Pyrethrins  036%.  Method  of  Sup¬ 
port:  Application  proceeds  under  2(c)  of 
interim  policy.  PM17 
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EPA  Pile  Symbol  1021-RGAE.  McLaughlin 
Oormley  King  Co.,  1715  S£  5tb  St.,  Min¬ 
neapolis  MN  55414.  PTROCIDE  CONCEN¬ 
TRATE  7254.  Active  Ingredients:  Pyre- 
thrlns  3.20^:  P4>eranyl  butoxide,  tech¬ 
nical  6.40^/i-,  N-octyl  bicyclcdieptene  dlcar- 
boKimide  10.«7%;  O.O-diethyl  0-(3,5,6-trl- 
chloro  -  2  -  pyridyl)  phosphorothloate 
le.OO'y^:  Petroleum  distillate  15.29%;  Aro¬ 
matic  petroleum  derivative  42.40%.  Method 
of  Support:  Application  proceeds  under 
2(c)  of  interim  policy.  PM12 

EPA  Pile  Symbol  812S-TI.  Frank  Miller  & 
Sons.,  13831  S.  Emerald  Ave.,  Chicago  IL 
60627.  BRUSH  AND  WEED  CONTROLLER. 
Active  Ingredients:  Ammonium  Sul  lama  te 
47.5%.  Method  of  Support:  Application 
proceeds  under  2(c)  of  interim  policy. 
PM25 

EPA  PUe  Symbol  8123-TT.  Prank  Miller  & 
Sons,  13831  S.  Emerald  Ave.,  Chicago  IL 
60627.  AAIS  WEED  AND  BRUSH  CON¬ 
TROLLER.  Active  Ingredients:  Ammonium 
Sulfamate  23.75%.  Method  of  Support: 
Application  proceeds  under  2(c)  of  Interim 
policy.  PM25 

EPA  PTle  Symbol  8344-RU.  Progress  Chemi¬ 
cal  Co.,  Inc.,  PO  Box  866,  159  Railroad  St., 
Canton  GA  30114.  P  C  C  5%  SEVIN  DUST. 
Active  Ingredients:  Carbaryl  (1-naphthyl 
N-methyl-carbamate)  5%.  Method  of  Sup¬ 
port:  Application  proceeds  under  2(c)  of 
interim  policy.  PM12 

EPA  Pile  Symbol  11611-0.  Puma  Chemical 
Co.,  3012  S.  Main,  Port  Worth  TX  76110. 
TERMICIDE  5-15.  Active  Ingredients:  2,4- 
Dlchlorophenoxiracetic  Acid  Alkanolamine 
Salts  (of  the  Ethanol  and  Isopropanol 
Series)  5.31%;  Monosodium  Acid  Methane- 
arsonate  8.65%.  Method  of  Support:  Ap¬ 
plication  proceeds  under  2(c)  of  interim 
policy.  PM28 

EPA  Pile  Symbol  36255-R.  San  Solvent,  Inc., 
Box  31,  Evans  Mills  NY  13637.  SAN  SOL¬ 
VENT  S-L  SEWER  LINE  ROOT  DESTROY¬ 
ER.  Active  Ingredients:  Copper  Sulphate, 
Pentahydrate  99.00%.  Method  of  Support: 
Application  proceeds  under  2(c)  of  interim 
policy.  PM22 

EPA  File  Symbol  6735-EGA.  Tide  Products, 
Inc.,  PO  Box  1020.  Edinburg  TX  78539. 
TIDE  WEED  &  FEED  WITH  TREFLAN. 
Active  Ingredients:  trlflin-alln  (a,a,a-tri- 
fluoro-2,  6-dlntro-N.  N-dlpropyl-p-tolul- 
dine)  0.25%.  Method  of  Support:  Applica¬ 
tion  proceeds  under  2(c)  of  interim  policy. 
PM25 

EPA  Pile  Symbol  36261-R.  Vogel  Paint  &  Wax 
Co,  Inc.,  Industrial  Airpark,  Orange  City 
lA  61041.  COPPER  8  D-0916  CLEAR  DIP. 
Active  Ingredients:  Polyurethane  Resin 
6.4%;  8%  Copper  Napthenate  4.4%.  Meth¬ 
od  of  Support:  Application  proceeds  under 
2(c)  of  interim  policy.  PM22 

Affucations  Recxivkd  (OPP-33000/268) 

EPA  Reg.  No.  275-15.  Agricultural  &  Veteri¬ 
nary  Products  Dlv,  Abbott  Laboratories,  N. 
Chicago  IL  60064.  3.91  LIQUID  CONCEN¬ 
TRATE  PRO-GIBB.  Active  Ingredients: 
Oibberellin  A3  3.91%.  Method  of  Support: 
Application  proceeds  under  2(c)  of  Interim 
policy.  Republished:  Added  use.  PM25 

EPA  Reg.  No.  275-20.  Agricultiu-al  &  Veteri¬ 
nary  Products  Div.,  Abbott  Laboratories, 
N.  Chicago  IL  60064.  PRO-GIBB  PLUS. 
Active  Ingredients:  Glbberellln  A3  10%. 
Method  of  Support:  Application  proceeds 
under  2(c)  of  Interim  policy.  Republished: 
Added  use.  PM25 

EPA  Pile  Symbol  1029-BaN.  Aldex  Corp, 
1024  N.  17th  St.,  Omaha  NB  66102.  HEIdAN- 
EX  TOXAPHENE  40%  DUST  CONCEN¬ 
TRATE.  Active  Ingredients:  Toxaphene 
(technical  chlorinated  camphene-e7-69% 
chlorine)  40%.  Method  of  St^port: 


Application  proceeds  under  2(c)  of  interim 
policy.  PM12 

EPA  PUe  Symtxd  5719-AL.  Chacon  Chemical 
Corp.,  5245  Chakemco  St.,  S.  Gate  CA  90280. 
CHACON  SYSTEMIC  mSECTT  CONTROL 
FOR  POTTED  PLANTS.  Active  Ingre¬ 
dients:  S-(2-(ethylBulftnyl)ethyl)  0,0- 

dimethyl  phosphorothloate  6.7%.  Method 
of  Support:  Application  proceeds  imder 
2(c)  of  interim  policy.  PM16 

EPA  File  Symbol  682-00.  Crop  King  Chemi¬ 
cal.  Box  1016,  Yakima  WA  98907.  CAPTAN 
C  300.  Active  Ingredients:  Captan  N-(trl- 
chloromethyl)thlo  -  4  -  cyclohexene-1,  2- 
dicarboxlmide  30%.  Method  of  Support: 
Application  proceeds  under  2(c)  of  interim 
policy.  PM21 

EPA  Reg.  No.  1471-35.  Elanco  Products  Co., 
Div.  Ell  LUly  &  Co.,  PO  Box  1750  Indianap¬ 
olis  IN  46206.  ELANCO  TREFLAN  E.C. 
Active  Ingredients:  trifluralin  (a,a,a-trl- 
fluoro  -  2,  6  -  dlnltro  -  NJJ  -  dlpropyl  -  p  - 
toluidine)  4.5%.  Method  of  Support:  Ap¬ 
plication  proceeds  under  2(c)  of  interim 
policy.  Republished:  Added  use.  PM23 

EPA  PUe  Symbol  334-DNT.  Hysan  Corp.,  919 
W.  38th  St.,  Chicago  IL  60609.  TOWER 
ALGAECIDE  20.  Active  Ingredients: 
Poly  (oxyethylene  (dlmethyllminio)  eth¬ 
ylene  (dimethylimlnio) -ethylene  dlchlo- 
rldp]  20.0%.  Method  of  Support:  Applica¬ 
tion  proceeds  under  2(b)  of  interim  policy. 
Republished:  Change  in  method  of  sup¬ 
port  from  2(c)  to  2(b).  PM34 

EPA  PUe  Symbol  12367-RE.  Uch  Paper  & 
Chem.  Co.,  929  5th  Ave.,  McKeesport  PA 
15132.  LICO  FORMULATION  314.  Active 
Ingredients:  Octyl  decyl  dimethyl  am¬ 
monium  chloride  1.250%;  Dloctyl  dimethyl 
ammonium  chloride  0.625%;  Dldecyl 
dimethyl  ammonium  chloride  0.625%; 
Alkyl  (C8  7%,  CIO  8%,  C12  46% 

C14  24%,  C16  107c,  C16  5%)  amino  betaine 
1.000%;  Hydrogen  chloride  8.000%.  Method 
of  Support:  Application  proceeds  under 
2(b)  of  interim  policy.  PM31 

EPA  PUe  Symbol  11602-A.  Molar  Enterprises, 
Inc.,  1621  Hennepin  Ave.  6,  Minneapolis 
MN  55403.  MOLAR  INSTITUTIONAL  “Q". 
Active  Ingredients:  Octyl  Decyl  Dimethyl 
Ammonium  Chloride  0.950%;  Dloctyl 
Dimethyl  Ammonium  Chloride  0.476%; 
Dldecyl  Dimethyl  Ammonliun  Chloride 
0.475%;  Tetrasodium  Ethylenedlamlne 
Tetraacetate  1.000%;  Trisodlum  Phosphate 
2.600%.  Method  of  Support:  Application 
■proceeds  under  2(b)  of  Interim  policy. 
PM31 

EPA  Reg.  No.  624-285.  Monsanto  Co.,  Agri- 
CiUturai  Div,  800  N.  Lindbergh  Ave,  St. 
Louis  MO  63166.  LASSO.  Active  Ingre- 
diente:  Alachlor  43.0%.  Method  of  Sup¬ 
port:  Application  proceeds  under  2(c)  of 
Interim  policy.  Republished:  Added  use. 
PM25 

EPA  PUe  Symbol  8503-RR.  Products  Chemi¬ 
cal  Co,  3045  E.  87th  St.,  Cleveland  OH 
44104.  PRO  CHEM  100  GERMICIDAL 
CLEANER.  Active  Ingredients:  n- Alkyl 
(60%  C14,  30%  C16,  6%  C12,  6%  C18) 
dimethyl  benzyl  ammonium  chlorides 
2.26%;  n-Alkyl  (68%  C12,  32%  C14) 

dimethyl  ethylbeneyl  ammonium  chlorides 
2.25%;  Sodium  Carbonate  8.00%;  Tetra- 
sodivim  ethyl-enedlamlne  tetraacetate 
1.00%.  Method  of  Support:  Application 
proceeds  under  2(b)  of  interim  policy. 
PM81 

EPA  Pile  Symbol  1041 1-EI.  Pulvalr  Corp, 
4599  Big  Creek  Church  Rd.,  Millington  TN 
38053.  PULROX  MANUPACTURINa  CON¬ 
CENTRATE.  Active  Ingredients:  Monuron 
Trlchloroacetate  (3-(p-chlorophenyl)-l, 
1-dlmethylurea  trlchloroacetate]  82.25%. 
Method  of  Support:  AppHostion  proceeds 
under  2(c)  of  interim  poMcy.  PM26 


EPA  PUe  Symbol  2166-IT.  I.  Schneld,  Inc., 
PO  Box  93188,  Martech  Station,  Atlanta 
GA  30318.  TOWERCIDE  15.  Active  Ingre¬ 
dients  :  Poly  I oxyethylene  ( dlmethyllminio) 
ethylene- (dimethylimlnio)  ethylene  dl- 
chloride]  16.0%.  Method  of  Support:  Ap¬ 
plication  proceeds  under  2(c)  of  Interim 
policy.  PM34 

EPA  Reg.  No.  675-19.  National  Laboratories. 
Lehn  &  Fink  Industrial  Products  Div.  of 
Sterling  Drug  Inc,  225  Summit  Ave,  Mont- 
vale  NJ  07645.  BULK  LYSOL  BRAND  DIS¬ 
INFECTANT.  Active  Ingredients:  Soap 
16.50%:  o-Phenylphenol  2.80%;  o-Benzyl- 
p-chlorophenol  2.70%;  Ethyl  Alcohol  1.80%; 
Xylenols  1.50%;  Isopropyl  Alcohol  0.90%  ; 
Tetrasodium  Ethylene-diamine  Tetraace¬ 
tate  0.76%.  Method  of  Support:  Application 
proceeds  under  2(b)  of  interim  policy. 
PM32 

EPA  PUe  Symbol  4959-1.  West  Chemical 
Products,  Inc,  42-16  West  St.,  Long  Island 
City  NY  11101.  L  S  P  LIQUID  SUPPLEMENT’ 
PHENOTHIAZINE.  Active  Ingredients : 
Phenothlazlne  90%.  Method  of  Support: 
Application  proceeds  under  2(c)  of  interim 
policy.  PM16 

IFR  Doc.75-14654  Piled  6-4-75;8:45  am] 

ENERGY  RESEARCH  AND 
DEVELOPMENT  ADMINISTRATION 

ROCKY  FLATS  SITE 
Preparation  of  EnvironmenUI  Statemaot 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  U.6. 
Energy  Research  and  Development  Ad¬ 
ministration  (ERDA)  has  commenced 
the  preparation  of  an  environmental 
statement  on  its  operations  conducted  at 
the  Rocky  Flats  site.  Golden,  Colorado. 
The  proc^ures  and  guidelines  which  will 
be  followed  In  preparing  the  environ¬ 
mental  statement  will  be  those  estab¬ 
lished  by  ERDA’s  regulations  (18  CFR 
Chapter  3,  Part  711)  and  the  Oiddehnee 
of  the  Council  on  Environm^tal  Quality 
(40  CFR  §  1500). 

Copies  of  documents  to  be  utilized  in 
the  preparation  of  this  statement  will  be 
available  for  inspection  at  ERDA's  public 
document  rooms,  1717  H  Street,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.,  San  Francisco  Operations 
OflBce,  1333  Broadway,  Oakland,  Cali¬ 
fornia,  and  Rocky  Flats  Area  Office, 
Golden,  Colorado. 

All  persons  or  organizations  desiring  to 
submit  comments  or  suggestions  for  con¬ 
sideration  in  connection  with  the  prep¬ 
aration  of  the  draft  environmental  state¬ 
ment  should  send  them  to  Mr.  W.  H. 
Pennington,  Office  of  the  Assistant  Ad¬ 
ministrator  for  Environment  and  Safety, 
U.S.  Energy  Research  and  Development 
Administration,  Washington,  D.C.  20545, 
on  or  before  July  15, 1375.  Those  dpsi;1ng 
a  copy  of  the  draft  statement  when  issued 
should  notify  Mr.  Pennington. 

Dated  at  Germantown,  Maryland,  this 
2nd  day  of  June,  1975. 

For  the  Energy  Research  and  Develop¬ 
ment  Administration. 

James  L.  Ltverman, 
Assistant  Administrator  for 
Environment  and  Safety. 
JPB  Doc.75-14860  FUed  6-4-75;8:45  am] 
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FEDERAL  ENERGY 
ADMINISTRATION 

AD  HOC  ADVISORY  COMMITTEE  MEETING 
ON  SUBSURFACE  GEO-SCIENCE  REC¬ 
ORDS  AND  MATERIALS 

Meeting 

An  Ad  Hoc  Committee  will  meet  to 
follow  up  the  Federal  Energy  Adminis¬ 
tration’s  Symposium  on  Substirface  Geo¬ 
science  Records  and  Materials  which  was 
held  In  Dallas.  Texas,  in  April.  This 
Committee  will  meet  in  the  Federal 
Energy  Administration  office,  50  Penn 
Place,  Suite  530,  Oklahoma  City,  Okla¬ 
homa  on  June  11,  1975,  at  10  a.m.  The 
meeting  will  be  open  to  the  public. 

The  Committee  is  to  be  comprised  of 
participants  and  attendees  of  the  afore¬ 
mentioned  Symposium,  who  will  repre¬ 
sent  the  ideas  and  opinions  of  State  and 
Federal  Agencies  and  of  the  energy  in¬ 
dustry. 

The  Committee  will  submit  its  recom¬ 
mendations  to  FEA’s  Office  of  Oil  and 
Gas. 

Due  to  scheduling  constraints  and  the 
desire  to  expedite  the  development  of  a 
program  to  deal  with  the  problems  in¬ 
volved  with  the  acquisition,  storage  and 
retrieval  of  Information  pertaining  to  our 
Nation’s  energy  resources,  this  meeting 
is  being  scheduled  prior  to  the  elapse  of 
the  usual  15  day  notice  period. 

Further  information  concerning  this 
meeting  may  be  obtained  from  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Energy  Administration,  Land  and 
Exploration  Branch,  Room  3516  Federal 
Building,  12th  and  Pennsylvania  Avenue, 
Washington,  D.C.  20461,  phone  (202) 
961-6277. 

Minutes  of  the  meeting  will  be  made 
available  for  public  inspection  at  the 
Federal  Energy  Administration,  Land 
and  Exploration  Branch  office,  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C. 

Issued  at  Washington,  D.C.  on  May  30, 
1975. 

Robert  E.  Montgomery,  Jr., 
General  Counsel. 

IFR  Doc.76-14641  PUed  6-30-76:6:64  pm] 

FEDERAL  MARITIME  COMMISSION 

CERTIFICATES  OF  FINANCIAL 
RESPONSIBILITY  (OIL  POLLUTION) 

Notice  of  Certificates  Issued 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  follow¬ 
ing  vessel  owners  and/or  operators  have 
established  evidence  of  financial  respon¬ 
sibility,  with  respect  to  the  vessels  in¬ 
dicated,  as  required  by  section  311  (p)  (1) 
of  the  Federal  Water  Pollution  Control 
Act,  and  have  been  issued  Federal  Mari¬ 
time  Commission  Certificates  of  Finan¬ 
cial  Responsibility  (Oil  Pollution)  pur¬ 
suant  to  Part  542  of  Title  46  CFR. 
Certificate 

No.  Owner /Operator  and  vessels 

01084...  The  West  Hartlepool  Steam  Navl- 
gatloh  Ck>.  hta.:.Lindenhall. 

01103 _ -  Poseidon  Schlffahrt  Ombh:  Hans 

Sachs. 

01106...  N.  V.  Stoomvaart-MaatechapplJ 
‘'Ooeteee'*:  Britsum. 

01232...  Bolf  Wlgands  Bederl  A/S:  Team 
OervDi. 


Certificate 

No.  Owner/operator  and  vessels 

01326 _  O.  H.  Meling:  Sun  Bird. 

01326...  Sabine  Towing  and  Transportation 
Co..  Inc.:  San  Jacinto. 

01383...  Rederlaktlebolaget  Oustaf  Erlk- 
son:  Lindo,  Oregerso,  Degero, 
Norro,  Tingo,  Saggo,  Jarso, 
Kallso,  Germundo,  Hamno, 
Styrso,  Eckero,  Ranno.  Herro, 
Borgo,  Basto,  Freezer  Finn, 
Evofrio,  Fisko. 

01449 —  The  Calm  Line  of  Steamships 
Limited:  Cairntrader. 

02126...  Morania  Oil  Tanker  Corp.: 
Morania  Abaco. 

02146...  Pittston  Marine  Transport  Corp.: 
Richmond. 

02160 _  Cook  Inlet  Tug  &  Barge  Co.,  Inc.: 

Susitna. 

02198...  Peninsular  &  Oriental  Steam  Navi¬ 
gation  Company:  Pacific  Prin¬ 
cess,  Strathellon,  StratheU, 
Strathlairg,  Strathlauder, 

Stratheven,  Strathlomond, 
Strathloyal. 

02246 _  Blue  Star  Line,  Ltd. :  Avila  Star. 

02344...  Empresa  Llneas  Maritlmas  Ar¬ 
gentines  Sla.:  Rio  Iguazu. 

02416 _  Boland  &  Cornelius,  Inc.:  Sam 

Laud. 

02492...  Interstate  Oil  Transport  Com¬ 
pany:  Ocean  States. 

02860 _  Taiwan  Navigation  Co.,  Ltd.:  Tai 

Shing. 

02497 _  Transworld  Drilling  Company: 

Transworld  Rig  62,  Transworld 
Rig  67. 

02874...  West  Indies  Industries,  Inc.: 
Inagua  Sands. 

02930...  Compania  Sud -Americana  de 
Vapores:  Teno. 

03245 _  Rederiaktleselskabet  Dannebrog: 

Weco  Offshore  I,  Weco  Supplier 
III. 

03294 _  Companhia  De  Navegacao  Lloyd 

BrasUeiro:  Lloyd  Hamburgo, 
Lloyd  Rotterdam. 

03366 _  CIA  De  Navegaclon  Porto  Ronco 

*  B.K.:  Paula  n. 

03389 _  Shell  Tankers  B.V.:  Lepton. 

03432 _  Hinode  Risen  K.K.:  Atago  Maru. 

03606 _  Showa  Yusen  Kabushlki  Kaisha: 

Boston  Maru. 

03736...  Penrod  Drilling  Company:  Pen- 
rod  60,  Penrod  61,  Penrod  62. 

03876 _  Ingram  Materials  Inc.:  Martha 

Denton. 

03878 _  Ingram  Barge  Co.:  Is  1,  Is  2. 

03971...  Korea  Shipping  Corp.:  Korea 
Pacific,  Korea  Rainbow. 

04041 _  Compania  Peruana  De  Vapores: 

Jose  Olaya. 

04173...  Foss  Launch  &  Tug  Co.:  Umpqua 
No.  7. 

04240 _  Petroleo  BrasUeiro  S.A.:  Braganca, 

Avare,  Anapolis,  Araxa,  Jose 
Bonilacio,  Catru,  Vidal  De 
Negreiros,  Jequitiba,  Jundia, 
Quitauna,  Quixada. 

04283 _  Oulf  of  Georgia  Towing  Co.  Ltd.: 

Go/G  800. 

04289 _  Dixie  Carriers,  Inc.:  TT  7000,  TT 

7001,  TT  7002.  TT  7003. 

04368...  Holland  Bulk  Transport  B.V.:  Am- 
stelmeer. 

04404...  Lars  ReJ  Johansen:  Reeferjo. 

04601 _  American  Tunaboat  Association: 

Madrugador. 

04770 _ _  Texaco  Panama  Inc.:  Texaco  Ne¬ 

derland. 

06003 _  Wisconsin  Barge  line  Inc.:  Aca¬ 

dian  Jane. 

06008...  Star  Klst  Foods  Ino.:  Stacie  An¬ 
toinette. 

06098 _ _  Esso  Tankers,  Inc.:  Esso  Everett. 

06239...  Zapata  Off-Shore  Company:  Zapa¬ 
ta  Trader. 


Certificate 

No.  Owner /operator  and  vessels 
06261...  Navigation  Maritime  Bulgare:  Vih- 
ren. 

06386...  Val  D1  Compare  Shipping  Corp.: 
Concordia  Glen. 

06471 —  Belcher  Oil  (Company:  Belcher  No. 
27. 

06649 —  Polska  Zegluga  Morska:  General 
Madalinski,  Giewont  II,  Zawrat. 
06248 —  Commercial  Corporation  “Sovryb- 
flot”:  Raduga. 

06496...  Whaling  City  Dredge  &  Dock  Cor¬ 
poration:  Coen  No.  61. 

06934...  Chevron  Navigation  Corporation: 
Chevron  Rome. 

07290 _  Hollywood  Terminals,  Inc.:  SI 511, 

S1S12,  S1S13.  S1514,  Wasson  No. 

1,  Wasson  No.  5. 

07357 _  United  Cruising  Company,  Ltd.: 

Lindblad  Explorer. 

07527 —  Korea  Line  Corporation:  Queen 
Rose. 

07650 _  Erato  Shipping  Inc.:  Eastern 

Matsu. 

07574 _  Georgian  Shipping  Company: 

Izyaslav,  Zakhariy  Paleashvili. 
07621...  Mr.  Helzaburo  Matsuo:  Narihira 
Maru  No.  3. 

07669...  Marine  Leasing  Corp.:  MLC  25, 
MLC 1420. 

08188...  Caribbean  Marine  Service  Com¬ 
pany,  Inc.:  Pacific  Queen,  City 
of  San  Diego,  Polaris,  San  Juan, 
Bold  Contender,  Cape  Cod,  Cap¬ 
tain  Vincent  Gann,  Cape  San 
Vincent,  Bold  Venture,  Atlantis, 
Mariner,  Sea  Treasurer. 

08462...  Whltellne  Navigation  Co.,  Ltd.: 

Maritime  Hibiscus,  Pacific  Rose, 
Cherry  field.  Orange  Field,  Trans¬ 
pacific  Trader. 

08473 _  Tokyo  Marine  Co.,  Ltd.:  Fujiyasu 

Maru. 

08555 Universal  Towing  Company-D.  J. 

Marine  Service,  Inc.:  CAGC  No. 

2. 

08787 _  Smit  Inter  Zeesleep-En  Bergings- 

bedrijf  BV:  Smit  Rotterdam. 
08792 _  C.  Rowbotham  &  Sons  (manage¬ 

ment)  Limited:  Pointsman. 
08833...  General  Metals  of  Tacoma  Inc.: 
Benner,  Walke. 

08897...  Regent  Zinnia  Shipping  Inc.: 
Cissus.  ■ 

09031 _  Union  Mechllng  Corporation:  4908, 

4603,  4632,  4633,  4634,  Southern. 
00038...  Umpqua  River  Navigation  Com¬ 
pany,  Division  of  Bohemia,  Inc. : 
Umpqua  No.  12,  Umpqua  No.  14. 
09064...  A/S  Gelr:  KoeW  Gelr. 

09088 _  Dong  Won  Fisheries  Co.,  Ltd.: 

Dong  Won  No.  602. 

09323 _  Cactus  Pipe  &  Supply  Co.,  Inc.: 

Cactus  Marine  No.  1. 

09327 _  Grand  ’msdom  Transport,  Inc.: 

Grand  Wisdom. 

00345 _  Hlong  Guan  Navegaclon  Co.  Ltd.: 

Lilia. 

00388 _  Front  Water  Marine  Services,  Inc. : 

Ace  Barge  1927. 

09468 _  Puerto  Rico  Maritime  Shipping 

Authority:  Aguadilla,  Carolina, 
Guayama,  Humacao,  Mayaguez, 
San  Juan. 

09613 _  B-R  Dredging  Co.,  Inc.:  Barge  545, 

Barge  604,  Barge  60S,  Barge  606, 
Barge  609,  Barge  610,  Barge  612, 
Barge  613,  Rip-101,  Spill  Barge 
No.  10,  BDCO  No.  32,  Bill  Bauer, 
Dave  Blackburn,  CRE.  Holland, 
BDCO  No.  52,  BDCO  No.  98, 
Bauer  St-4,  ACBL-181S. 

00610 _  Flladelfos  Cla  De  Navegaceon  S.A. : 

Arya  Sam. 

00623...  Anders  Stokka  Rederl  A/S,  A/S 
Stokksund:  Stokkfrakt. 
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Certificate 

No. 

09961... 
09911 — 
09618... 

09826... 

09836... 

09906... 

09971. 

09649 _ 

09997... 

10056.. . 

10061.. . 

10078.. . 

10080.. . 

10103.. . 

10110.. . 

10122... 
10129 _ 

10134.. . 

10136.. . 

10140.. . 

10142 _ 

10143.. . 

10145.. . 

10146.. . 

10147.. . 
10148 — 

10161.. . 

10163.. . 

10154.. . 

10155.. . 

10166.. . 

10169.. . 

10161.. . 

10164.. . 

10166.. . 

10167 _ 

10168... 

10169.. . 

10170 _ 

10172 _ 

10178 _ 

10174 _ 

10176.. . 


Certificate 

No.  Oumer /operator  and  vessels 

10178  _  Seatraveller  Shipping  Co.  Ltd.: 

Slktna. 

10179  _  Integrity  Shipping  Co.  S.A.:  Good 

Venture. 

10182 _  Athlone  Shipping  Company: 

World  Ajax. 

10185  _  Conship  Companla  S.A.:  Loukia. 

10186  _  Delian  Athina  Cruises  Inc.: 

Daphne. 

10187  _  PeninsiUar  Malaysia  Line  S.A.: 

Malaysia  Permai. 

10188  _  Companla  De  Naregaclon  Vasco- 

Asturiana  S.A.:  Aramil. 

10189  _  Kazuyulcl  Nlshlkawa:  Chofuku 

Maru  No.  S. 

10190...  Union  Gulf  Marine  Co..  S.A.: 
Union  Tokyo. 

10192 Fifth  Chandrls  Shipping  Corpora¬ 
tion  Monrovia:  Dona  Margarita. 
10103 Sixth  Chandrls  Shipping  Corpora¬ 
tion.  Monrovia:  Dona  Ourania. 

10196 _  Luculent  Shipping  Co.  S.A.: 

Luculent. 

10198 _  Fair  Lady  Navigation  S.A.:  Sab- 

aru  Maru. 

10204 _  Henry  Coe  &  Cierlcl  Socleta  Per 

Azionl:  Coclerdtte. 

10216 _  Abo  Shoten  Ltd.:  Fujikaze  Maru. 

By  the  Commission. 


Otener/ operator  and  vessels 

Chieh  Sheng  Maritime  8. A.:  Chieh 
Hui. 

Cove  Tankers  Corporation:  Mount 
Explorer. 

Schlffabrt-Und  Aaeekuranz-Oee- 
ellschaft  E.  Russ  A  Co.:  Martha 
Buss. 

Maltesa  Maritime  Company  S.A. 
Panama:  Malteza  S. 

Glyfspiitt  Marine  Ltd.:  Glyfada 
Spirit. 

Ab  Borga  6)otran^x>rt  oy:  David 
Salman. 

Dong  n  Shipping  Co.,  Ltd.:  Shin- 
toku  Maru. 

J.  Vermaas  Scheepvaart  Bedrijf 
B.V.:  Barendsz. 

Robinla  Shipping  Co.,  6. A.:  Toke¬ 
lau. 

Amy  Shipping  Company  S.A.  Pan¬ 
ama:  Amy. 

Viavella  Armadora  SA.  (Panama) : 
loannis  Colocotronis. 

Inverslones  Calmer  SA.:  Vkola. 

Companla  Maritlma  Punta  Mala 
S.A.:  Philippi. 

Bon  Vlvant  Cruises  Inc.:  Bon 
Vivant. 

Marouko  Companla  Naviera  S.A.: 
Yannis. 

Symbol  Shipping  Company  Incor¬ 
porated:  Young  Symbol. 

Vesuviiis  Shipping  Co.,  Ltd.:  At¬ 
lantic  Princess. 

Eastern  Seas  Shipping  Co.:  Pac- 
duke. 

Ocean  Marine  Co.,  Ltd.:  Sun  Auk. 

Tottorl  Ken:  Wakatori  Maru. 

Kommandittselskapet  A/S  Aiaco  & 
Co.:  Holla  Grieg. 

Compagnle  Maritime  Zairoise: 
Joseph  Okito.  Maurice  Mpolo, 
President  J  Kasavubu,  Kananga, 
Lumumba,  Bandundu,  Mban- 
daka,  Mbujimayi,  Kisangani. 
Bukavu. 

Arghiris  Maritime  (Lebanon)  S.A.: 
Alpha  Carrier. 

Navegadora  Relnante  Armadora 
S.A.:  Arkandros. 

Oy  Iskim  Tehtaat:  Aino. 

Mano-Maritlme  &  Co.:  Carmela. 

Amulet  K/S:  Amulet. 

Johan  Beksten  Rederl  A/S:  Jorek 
Trader. 

Bergen  Flskeindustri  A/S:  Sea 
Crown. 

Transpacific  Tramp  Ships,  Inc.: 
Yamato. 

Kiyomaru  Takaoka  Gyogyo  Ka- 
buShlki  Kaisha:  Kiyo  Maru  No. 
SS. 

Chios  Castle  Shipping  Co.  Ltd.: 
Castle  Glory. 

Costa  Rica  Navigation  Corpora¬ 
tion  SJt.:  Pygmalion  Star. 

Aifanourios  Shipping  S.A.:  Aifan- 
ourios. 

Susy  Maritime  Company  Limited: 
Gipsy. 

Montclair  Shipping  Company, 
Inc.:  Eastern  Poseidon. 

Moonli^t  Shipping,  Co.,  SA.: 
Ethnic. 

Transaegean  Marine  Limited: 
Andros  Mentor. 

Seachlef  Shipping  Co.,  Ltd.:  At¬ 
lantic  Fury. 

Matsushima  Kalun  Kabushlkl 
Kaisha:  Fukushima  Maru. 

Tore  Torstelnson:  Moruka. 

Third  Chandris  Shjppihg  Corpora¬ 
tion  at  Monrovia,  Liberia: 
Genie. 

Sandramarl  Companla  Naviera 
SA.  Panama:  AkUmna. 


Francis  C.  Hurney, 

Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.75-14751  Filed  6-4-75:8:46  am] 

CERTIFICATES  OF  FINANCIAL 
RESPONSIBILITY  (OIL  POLLUTION) 

Notice  of  Certificates  Revoked 


Notice  of  voluntary  revocation  is 
hereby  given  with  respect  to  Certificates 
of  Financial  Responsibility  (Oil  Pollu¬ 
tion)  which  had  been  issued  by  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Maritime  Commission,  covering  the 
below  indicated  vessels,  pursuant  to 
Part  542  of  Title  46  CFR  and  section 
311(p)(l)  of  the  Federal  Water  Pollu¬ 
tion  Control  Act,  as  amended. 

Certificate 

No.  Owner /operator  and  vessels 

01087.. .  Dampskibsselskabet  Term  A/S: 
Torm  Helvig. 

01185 _  Aksjeselskapet  Kosmos:  Jabeffa. 

01232...  Rolf  Wigands  Rederl  A/S:  GervH. 
01330...  Shell  Tankers  (U.K.)  LTD.:  Hyala, 
Hemicardium,  Hydatina. 

01449 _  The  Calm  Line  of  Steamships 

Limited:  Saxon  Prince. 

01574 _  Fearnley  &  Eger:  Femmoor. 

01588...  I/S  Kvartla  Marin:  Lidfold. 

01747 _  Marvlrtud  Navegacion  S.A.  Pan¬ 

ama:  Ariston. 

01821 _  Scottish  Tanker  Co.  Ltd. :  Elbe  Ore. 

01861 _  BP  Tanker  Company,  Limited: 

British  Statesman,  British 
(fueen. 

01866 _  Industria  Armamento  S.PA.: 

Vtilitas. 

01093.—  Partrederiet  for  MS  Fermland: 

Fermlsmd. 

02163 _  Rederiet  “Ocean"  A/S,  Copen¬ 

hagen:  Saima  Dan,  Danwood 
Ice. 

02198 _  The  Peninsular  A  Oriental  Steam 

Navigation  Oo.:  Amra,  Aska, 
Carpentaria,  Patonga,  Jelunga, 
Chakdina  Teesta,  Tairea. 

02359 _ A/SBonheur:  Bruno. 

02390 _  Libra  Companla  Naviera  SA.  Pan¬ 

ama:  N.  Georgias. 

02448 _  Rederiaktiebolaget  Mordstjeman: 

CrujMma,  Hood  River  Valley,  Se¬ 
attle.  Lao. 

02458 _  The  China  Navigation  Co.  Ltd.: 

Asian  Exporter. 


Certificate 

No.  Owner /operator  and  vessels 

02465 _  Koch-Ellis  Marine  Contractors, 

Inc.:  KE-30. 

02521 _  Metcalfe  Shipping  Co.,  Ltd.:  In¬ 

dustrie. 

02551 _  Ellerman  Lines  Ltd.:  City  of  Sing¬ 

apore. 

02636 _  Seagull  klaritlme  Company:  Di- 

one. 

02682...  Ivory  Shipping  Company  Ltd.: 
Ivory  Star. 

02696 _  Metropolitan  International  Trans¬ 

port  Corp.:  Metsovon. 

02975 —  Venture  Shipping  (managers) 
Limited:  Fourseas  Venture. 

03184 _  Shipping  Company  "Atlantic  Mer¬ 

chant  I”  Inc.:  Atlantic  Mer¬ 
chant  1. 

03314 _  Gulf  Oil  Corporation:  Ilf oAiean. 

03317 _  Belgulf  Tankers  S.A.:  Belgulf 

Progress,  Belgulf  Glory. 

03389 _  Shell  Tankers,  B.V.:  Vasum. 

03428 —  Hachiuma  Klsen  KJC.:  Hozui 
Maru. 

03432...  Hlnode  Klsen  K.K.:  Shoryu  Maru. 

Kasuga  Maru,  Kumano  Maru, 
Shofuku  Maru,  Atago  Maru. 

03441 _  Japan  Line  K.K.:  World  Consul. 

03505 —  Sbowa  Yusen  Kabushlkl  Kaisha: 

Miharu  Maru,  Matsue  Maru. 

03513 —  Tanda  Sangyo  Klsen  Kabu^lki 
Kaisha:  Matsubara  Maru. 

03637...  PA.  Van  ES  A  Co.  N.V.:  Breezand, 
Breehorn,  Breehees,  Breewijd, 
Kittiwake,  Breevliet. 

03641 —  Hendy  International  Company:  SS 
Californian. 

03702 —  Denlmar  Companla  Maritlma  S. A.: 
Athena. 

04128 _  Skips  A/S  Westray:  Mambo. 

04161 _  A  &  S  Tran^>ortation  Co.:  Judson 

K.  Stickle. 

04163 _  Cenac  Towing  Co.,  Inc.:  CTCO  152. 

04164 _  Modern  lYemsportatlon  Co.:  Sea¬ 

way  6. 

04180 _  Rose  Bare  Line,  Inc.:  Crimson 

Glory,  White  Knight,  American 
Beauty,  White  Dawn. 

04214 —  Wlnco  Tankers,  Inc.:  Helen  H, 
Windsor  Victory. 

04276 —  Rlvtow  Straits  Limited:  Gibraltar 
Straits. 

88762 — GavJn,  C.  J. — main  lino.  6-4-75 _ 


04345... 

04351... 

04565... 

04601... 

04674... 

04803... 

05256... 

05278. 

05298... 

05385... 

05437... 

05449 _ 

05450 _ 

05494... 

05520... 

05705... 


Interocean  Freighters  Transport 
Corp.:  Amdros  Mariner. 

Oceanic  Freight  Carriers  Corpora¬ 
tion:  Andros  City,  Andros  Is¬ 
land. 

Consolidated  Navigation  Corpora¬ 
tion:  Constellation. 

American  Tunaboat  Association: 
Sea  Preme,  Commodore,  Eliza¬ 
beth  C.J. 

Pescanova,  SA.:  Vimianzo. 

Brent  Towing  Company  Inc.:  AC- 

12. 

Crestwave  Offshore  Services,  Inc.: 
Topper  III. 

Twin  City  Barge  A  Towing  Com¬ 
pany:  Cre  1001,  Morning  Star. 
Erich  Drescher:  Wadai. 

Val  D1  Compare  Shipping  Corp.: 
Polyxene  G. 

The  Dow  Chemical  Company: 
VBL-OSO,  VBL-029,  NMS-1309, 
CBO-12S. 

General  Cargo  Corporation:  Spit¬ 
fire. 

Malmonides  Transportation  Corp.: 
Bambam. 

Moore  Terminal  A  Barge  Co.,  Inc.: 
MTB  501. 

Unkm  Carbide  Corp.:  JDS-129, 
CC-210. 

Astro  Castellano  Navegacion  S.A.: 
Irini. 
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Certificate 

No.  Owner /operator  and  vessels 

05739...  Dominion  Lines  Ltd.:  Dominion 
Pine. 

05764—.  A.E.  Sorensen  A/S:  A.ES.  Peder 
Most. 

05762 _  Consolidated  Edison  Co.  of  N.Y, 

Inc.:  GM-127. 

06043 _  Luzon  Stevedoring  Corporation: 

Athene. 

06068...  Ikon  Corporation:  Loussios. 

06183...  Lefka  Naviera,  SA.:  Theodohos. 

06201 _  Litton  Systems  Inc.,  for  Litton 

Ship  Systems:  Steel  Sectioned 
Lounch  Pontoon. 

06278 _  lanmarls  Corporation  S.A.  Pan¬ 

ama;  Dinos M. 

06303 _  Canadian  National  Steamship  Co.. 

Ltd.:  Prince  George. 

06435 _  Dampskibsaktieselskabet  Den  Nor¬ 

sks  Afrlkaog  Australlellnle,  Wll- 
helmsens  Damp  .  .  .  A/S  Tons- 
berg,  A/S  Tankfart  I,  A/S  Tank- 
fart  IV.  A/S  Tankfart  V,  Tank- 
fart  VI :  Themis. 

06441 _  Damp.  Den  Norsks  Afrika  Og  Aust. 

Wil.  Damp  .  .  .  A/S  Tonsberg, 
A/S  Tankfart  I,  A/S  Tankfart 
IV,  A/S  Tankfart  V,  A/S  Tank¬ 
fart  VI.  Skips  A/8  Tudor,  Skips 
A/S  Pegasus:  Theban. 

06487 Naviera  Ason,  SA.:  Patricio. 

06578 _  Van  Nlevelt,  Ooudrlaan  &  Co. 

N.V.;  Asuncion. 

07053 _  Tidewater  -  Raymond  -  Klewlt: 

Barge  No.  148,  T.B£.C.  No.  1, 
Summerville,  Mount  Pleasant, 
Barge  F6A,  Barge  F6B. 

07323...  Atlantic  Star  Navigation  Corp.: 

Andros  Transport. 

07276 _  Anglo-Pacific  Line  Limited:  Biak 

Maru. 

07357 _  The  Shipping  Partnership  for  MS 

Llndblad  Explorer:  Lindblad 
Explorer. 

07406...  BoUe  Shlpipng  &  Trading  Corpo¬ 
ration;  Rolle. 

07660 _  Erato  Shipping  Inc.:  Bauhinia. 

V1514 _  Georgian  Shipping  Company: 

Jziaskav. 

07817...  Tick  Fung  Shipping  and  Enter¬ 

prises  Co.,  Ltd.:  Celebes  Sea, 
Irish  Sea,  Mirtoan  Sea. 

07822...  Stellar  Marine  Ltd.:  Nancy 

Michaels. 

07829 _  Ta  Fah  Marine  Co.,  S.A.:  Soyo- 

haze. 

07861 _  Express  Marine,  Inc.:  Lewis  No.  9. 

07886 _  Sedco  International,  SA.:  Sedco 

700,  Sedco  703,  Sedco  K,  Sedco 
702. 

07896 _  Cypromar  Navigation  Co.  Ltd. 

Nicosia:  European  Persistence. 

07941 _  Dundee  Shipping  Incorporated: 

Stolt  Tiger. 

07968 _  Traders  Navigation  Corporation: 

Andros  Mentor. 

07901...  Andros  Marine  Star  Inc.  Panama: 

Montevideo. 

07992 _  Phlloshlp  Shipping  Company  S.A. 

of  Panama:  Vrahos. 

08002 _  Marcona  Ocean  Industries,  Ltd.: 

Western  Warrior. 

08168 _  Apollonian  QUxy  Oo.,  SA.:  Apol¬ 

lonian  Glory. 

08308 _  Midwest  Navigation  Co.,  Ltd.: 

Eljumbo. 

08486 _  Cm^l  Shipping  Co.,  Ltd.:  Michael 

Angelos. 

08486 _  Seawell  Maritime  Co.,  Ltd.:  Sea- 

pearl. 

08622 _  St.  Thomas  Navigation  Corpora¬ 

tion:  Sovereign  Diamond. 

08774 _  Chalandrl  Maritime  Company 

Ltd.:  H.  Endurance. 

08777. _ Jebsens  (U.K.)  Limited:  Leknes. 


Certificate 

No.  •  Owner /operator  and  vessels 

08912 _  Drummond  &  Bronneck  Inc.: 

Steve  P.  Rados  Inc.  Garrison  8 
International  Corp.:  ABT-14. 

08825 _  Dlamara  Shipping  Corporation; 

Isabella. 

08826...  Herald  Navigation  Corp.;  Anco 
Transoceanic. 

09031 _  Union  Mechllng  Corpcnratlon:  Ellis 

1302,  Ellis  1301. 

09084 —  Horizon  Shipping  Co.,  Ltd.:  Jell. 
09142 —  Akianna  Navigation  Company 
Limited:  Akianna. 

09878 —  Marama  Navegacion  8.A.;  Waimea. 
09908 —  Freight  Chartering  Co.,  Ltd.: 
Wodan. 

10060 —  Marardor  Naviera  S.A.,  Panama: 
Aristolaos. 

By  the  Commission. 

Francis  C.  Hurney, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.75-14750  Filed  6-4-75;8:45  amj 

INDEPENDENT  OCEAN  FREIGHT 
FORWARDER  UCENSES 

Applicants 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  follow¬ 
ing  applicants  have  filed  with  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Maritime  Commission  applications 
for  licenses  as  independent  ocean  freight 
forwarders  pursuant  to  section  44(a)  of 
the  Shipping  Act,  1916,  (75  Stat.  522  and 
46  U.S.C.  841(b)). 

Persons  knowing  of  any  reason  why 
any  of  the  following  applicants  should 
not  receive  a  license  are  requested  to 
communicate  with  the  Director,  Bureau 
of  Certification  and  Licensing,  Federal 
Maritime  Commission,  Washington,  D.C. 
20573. 

Midwest  Export-ImpOTt,  Inc.,  1344  West  Sam¬ 
ple  Street,  South  Bend,  Indiana  46621. 
Officers:  James  L.  Cronk,  President,  Robert 
H.  Weaver,  Vice  President. 

Benedict  J.  Ramos,  80  Wall  Street,  New  York, 
New  York  10005. 

Eudmarco  International  Corporation,  120 
Wall  Street.  New  York,  New  York  10005. 
Officers:  Eudmar  Pereira  Penha,  Chairman 
of  the  Board,  Peter  Manos,  President/ 
Treasurer,  Howard  Lett,  Executive  Vice 
President,  Ole  Dam,  Vice  President,  Michael 
Patestldes,  Secretary. 

Jorge  Molina  Dlez,  International  Airport, 
Isla  Verde,  Puerto  Rico. 

Thomas  Arthur  Farrelly,  49  Wall  Street,  Nor¬ 
walk,  Connecticut  06850. 

By  the  Federal  Maritime  Commission. 

Dated:  June  2,  1975. 

Francis  C.  Hurney, 

SecreUiry. 

[FR  Doc.75-14740  Filed  6^75:8:46  am] 

FEDERAL  POWER  COMMISSION 

[Docket  No.  RP76-80] 

ALABAMA  TENNESSEE  NATURAL  GAS  CO. 
Order  Granting  Interventions 

Mat  29,  1975. 

On  March  25,  1975,  the  Alabama-Ten- 
nessee  Natural  Gas  Company  (Alabama- 
Tennessee) ,  tendered  for  filing  proposed 
changes  in  its  FPC  Gas  Tariff,  Third  Re¬ 
vised  Volume  No.  1.  Notice  of  Alabama- 


Tennessee’s  filing  wsts  issued  by  the  Com¬ 
mission  on  March  30,  1975,  with  protests 
and  petitions  to  intervene  due  on  or 
before  April  18, 1975. 

Timely  notices  and  petitions  to  inter¬ 
vene  were  filed  by  the  Tennessee  Public 
Service  Commission  and  the  Tennessee 
Valley  Mimicipal  Gas  Association. 

Having  reviewed  the  above  petitions  to 
Intervene,  we  believe  that  the  petitioners 
have  sufficient  interest  in  the  proceedings 
to  warrant  interventions. 

The  Commission  finds:  It  is  desirable 
and  in  the  public  interest  to  allow  the 
above-named  petitioners  to  intervene. 

The  Commission  orders:  (A)  The 
above-named  petitioners  are  hereby  per¬ 
mitted  to  Intervene  in  these  proceedings 
subject  to  the  rules  and  relations  of 
the  Commission;  Provided,  however.  That 
participation  of  such  Intervenors  shall  be 
limited  to  matters  affecting  asserted 
rights  and  Interests  as  specifically  set 
forth  in  the  petition  to  Intervene;  and 
Provided,  further.  That  the  admission 
of  such  Intervenors  shall  not  be  con¬ 
strued  as  recognition  by  the  Commission 
that  they  might  be  aggrieved  because  of 
any  order  or  orders  of  the  Commission 
entered  in  this  proceeding. 

(B)  The  interventions  granted  herein 
shall  not  be  the  basis  for  delaying  or 
deferring  any  procedural  schedules  here¬ 
tofore  established  for  the  orderly  and  ex¬ 
peditious  disposition  of  this  proceeding. 

(C)  The  S^retary  shall  cause  prompt 
publication  of  this  order  in  the  Federal 
Register. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.75-14686  Filed  6-4-75:8:45  am] 
[Docket  No.  £-9408] 

AMERICAN  ELECTRIC  POWER  SERVICE 
CORP. 

Order 

May  30,  1975. 

On  April  29,  1975,  the  American  Elec¬ 
tric  Power  Service  Corporation  (AEP) 
tendered  for  filing  on  behalf  of  its 
affiliate,  Ohio  Power  Company  (Ohio 
Company),' Modification  No.  3,  dated 
April  1,  1975,  to  the  July  6,  1951  Inter¬ 
connection  Agreement  among  Appa¬ 
lachian  Power  Company  (Appalachian 
Company),  Kentucky  Power  Company 
(Kentucky  Company),  Ohio  Company, 
Indiana  li  Michigan  Electric  Company 
(I&M)  and  AEP,  their  agent.  The  filing 
provides  In  part  for  an  increase  in 
primary  capacity  equalization  charge  for 
the  particl^tlng  ccxnpfinles.  Projections 
for  the  period  June,  1975  through  May, 
1976  provided  with  the  filing  indicate 
that  the  Appalachian  and  I&M  compa¬ 
nies  will  pay  increases  of  $9,330,136  and 
$26,089,066  respectively. 

In  addition  to  the  proposed  increases 
in  the  primary  capacity  equalization 
charge,  the  proposed  power  pool  amend¬ 
ment  Includes:  (a)  a  provision  allowlnff 
any  party  to  the  1951  agreement,  upon 
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concurrence  of  the  other  parties,  to  re¬ 
ceive  capacity  credit  not  only  for  its 
owned  generating  capacity,  but  also  for 
capacity  made  available  to  the  party 
through  interconnection  arrangements 
with  other  systems;  (b)  the  elimination 
from  the  1951  agreement  of  the  System 
Secondary  Capacity  and  System  Second¬ 
ary  Energy  classifications;  (c)  the  elimi¬ 
nation  from  the  1951  agreement  of  what 
AEP  terms  “a  constraint  on  equal  sharing 
of  savings  associated  with  economy 
energy  transactions  among  the  parties”; 
and  (d)  the  elimination  from  the  1951 
agreement  of  a  lag  in  cost  recovery. 

Notice  of  AEP’s  filing  (under  the  head¬ 
ing  of  “Ohio  Power  Company”)  was 
issued  May  8, 1975,  with  all  protests,  com¬ 
ments,  or  petitions  to  intervene  due  on 
or  before  May  21,  1975.  On  May  21,  1975 
the  Ormet  Corporation  filed  a  petition 
to  intervene. 

Our  review  of  AEP’s  filing  indicates 
that  the  proposed  amendment  has  not 
been  shown  to  be  just  and  reasonable  and 
may  be  unjust,  unreasonable,  imduly 
discriminatory,  preferential  or  otherwise 
unlawful.  Accordingly,  we  shall  suspend 
the  effectiveness  of  the  proposed  amend¬ 
ment  for  one  day  and  establish  hearing 
procedures  to  determine  the  justness  and 
reasonableness  of  the  proposed  change  in 
rates,  terms,  and  conditions  contained 
therein. 

The  Commission  finds:  (1)  The  pro¬ 
posed  amendment,  tendered  by  AEP  on 
April  29, 1975,  should  be  accepted  fOr  fil¬ 
ing  as  of  Jime  2,  1975,  as  hereinafter 
ordered. 

(2)  It  is  necessary  and  proper  in  the 
public  interest  and  to  aid  in  the  enforce¬ 
ment  of  the  Federal  Power  Act  that  the 
Commission  enter  upon  a  proceeding 
pursuant  to  sections  205  and  206  to  deter¬ 
mine  the  reasonableness  of  the  proposed 
amendment  filed  by  AEP  and  that  the 
proposed  changes  in  rates,  terms,  and 
conditions  proposed  therein  be  suspended 
as  hereinafter  provided. 

(3)  Ck)od  cause  exists  to  grant  the 
Ormet  Corporation’s  petition  to  inter¬ 
vene. 

(4)  The  disposition  of  the  proceeding 
ordered  herein  should  be  expedited  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  procedure  set  forth 
below. 

The  Commission  orders:  (A)  Pending 
a  hearing  and  a  decision  thereon,  AEP’s 
proposed  amendment,  tendered  on 
April  29,  1975,  is  accepted  for  filing, 
hereby  suspended  for  one  day,  and  the 
use  thereof  deferred  until  June  2,  1975, 
subject  to  refund. 

(B)  Pursuant  to  the  authority  of  the 
Federal  Power  Act.  particularly  sections 
205  and  206  thereof,  and  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  rules  of  practice  and  procedure  and 
the  regulations  under  the  Federal  Power 
Act  (18  CFR,  Chapter  I) ,  a  public  hearing 
shall  be  held  on  October  28,  1975,  at  10 
a.m..  In  a  hearing  room  of  the  F^eral 
Power  Commission,  825  North  Capitol 
Street,  NE.,  Washington,  D.C.  20426, 
concOTiing  the  lawfulness  of  the  AEP’s 
proposed  amendment  to  Its  power  pool 
agreement. 

(C)  On  or  before  July  22,  1975,  AEP 
aiwLii  serve  Its  prepared  testimony  and 


exhibits  concerning  the  proposed  amend¬ 
ment.  Any  prepared  testimony  and  ex¬ 
hibits  of  the  Intervening  parties  shall  be 
served  on  or  before  September  16,  1975. 
Any  prepared  testimony  and  exhibits  of 
the  Commission  Staff  ^all  be  served  on 
or  before  September  30,  1975.  Any  re¬ 
buttal  evidence  by  AEP  shall  be  served  on 
or  before  October  14, 1975. 

(D)  A  Presiding  Administrative  Law 
Judge  to  be  designated  by  the  Chief  Ad¬ 
ministrative  Law  Judge  for  that  purpose 
(See  Delegation  of  Authority,  18  cm  3.5 
(d) ) ,  shall  preside  at  the  hearing  in  this 
proceeding,  shall  prescribe  relevant 
procedural  matters  not  herein  provided, 
and  shall  control  this  proceeding  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  policies  expressed  in 
the  Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and 
procedure. 

(E)  The  petition  to  intervene  filed  by 
the  Ormet  Corporation  is  hereby  granted. 

(F)  The  Secretary  of  the  Commission 
shall  cause  prompt  publication  of  this 
order  to  be  made  in  the  Federal  Register. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.76-14687  Filed  6-4-75:8:45  am] 


[Docket  No.  G-8812,  etc.] 

CERTIFICATES,  ABANDONMENT  OF  SERV¬ 
ICE  AND  PETITIONS  TO  AMEND  CERTIF¬ 
ICATES  ‘ 

Applications 

May  22.  1975. 

Take  notice  that  each  'of  the  Appli¬ 
cants  listed  herein  has  filed  an  applica¬ 
tion  or  petition  pursuant  to  Section  7 
of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  for  authorization 
to  sell  natural  gas  in  interstate  commerce 


>Thls  notice  does  not  provide  for  con¬ 
solidation  for  hearing  of  the  several  matters 
covered  herein. 


or  to  abandon  service  as  described  herein, 
all  as  more  fully  described  in  the  respec¬ 
tive  applications  and  amendments  which 
are  on  file  with  the  Commission  and  open 
to  public  inspection. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or 
to  make  any  protest  with  reference  to 
said  applications  should  on  or  before 
Jime  18, 1975,  file  with  the  Federal  Power 
Commission,  Wsishington,  D.C.  20426, 
petitions  to  intervene  or  protests  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  requirements  of  the 
Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and  pro¬ 
cedure  (18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10).  All  protests 
filed  with  the  Commission  will  be  con¬ 
sidered  by  it  in  determining  the  appro¬ 
priate  action  to  be  taken  but  will  not 
serve  to  make  the  protestants  parties  to 
the  proceeding.  Persons  wishing  to  be¬ 
come  parties  to  a  proceeding  or  to  par¬ 
ticipate  as  a  party  in  any  hearing  therein 
must  file  petitions  to  intervene  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  Commission’s  rules. 

Take  further  notice  that,  pursuant  to 
the  authority  contained  in  and  subject 
to  the  jurisdiction  conferred  upon  the 
Federal  Power  Commission  by  sections 
7  and  15  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act 
and  the  Commission’s  rules  of  prac¬ 
tice  and  procedure  a  hearing  will  be 
held  without  further  notice  before  the 
Commission  on  all  applications  in  which 
no  petition  to  intervene  is  filed  with¬ 
in  the  time  required  herein  if  the 
Commission  on  its  own  review  of  the 
matter  believes  that  a  grant  of  the 
certificates  or  the  authorization  for 
the  proposed  abandonment  is  required 
by  the  public  convenience  and  neces¬ 
sity.  Where  a  petition  for  leave  to 
intervene  is  timely  filed,  or  where  the 
Commission  on  its  own  motion  believes 
that  a  formal  hearing  is  required,  further 
notice  of  such  hearing  will  be  duly  given. 

Under  the  procedure  herein  provided 
for,  unless  otherwise  advised,  it  will  be 
imnecessary  for  Applicants  to  appear  or 
be  represented  at  the  hearing. 


Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 


Docket  No. 
and 

date  filed 


Applicant 


Purchaser  and  location 


Pres- 

Prlce  per  Mcf  sure 
base 


0-8812  ..1 _ The  Superior  Oil  Co.,  P.O.  Box 

D5-12-75  1521,  Houston,  Tex.  77001. 

G-9341-— . Hunt  Oil  Co.  (Operator),  et  al. 

CF  4-16-75  (successor  to  Amoco  Production 

Co.),  1401  Elm  St.,  Dallas,  Tex. 
75202. 

0-16388 _ r.-..  The  Superior  Oil  C0...1 _ v.™.:: 

D  6-12-75 

CI75-655.r.r.r.  Edwin  L.  Cox  (successor  to  The 
(0-8818)  California  Co.,  a  division  of 

F  12-30-74  Chevron  Oil  Co.),  8800  First 

National  Bank  Bldg.,  Dallas, 
Tex.  75202. 

CI75-665-r:=^.  Forest  Oil  Corp.,  1600  Security  Life 
(CI68-10S6)  Bldg.,  1616  Olenarm  PL,  Denver, 

B  6-6-75  Colo.  80202. 

CI75-668.r.— r:  Amoco  Production  Co.  (successor 
(CI6I-IOII)  to  Coastal  States  Oas  Producing 

(0-18628)  Co.  and  American  Petroflna  Co. 

F  6-12-76  of  Texas) ,  P.O.  Box  3092,  Houston, 

Tex.  77001. 

CI75-669.— rin  Phillipe  Petroleum  Co.,  Bartles- 
A  6-12-76  viUe,  Okla.  74004. 


Filing  code;  A-Initial  service.- 
B-Abandonment. 
G-Amendment  to  add  acreage. 
D-Amendment  to  delete  acreage. 
E-flaoeession. 

F-ParUal  socoession; 


Tennessee  Oas  Pipeline  Co.,  a 
division  of  Tenneco  Inc.,  Four 
Isle  Dome  Field,  Terrebonne 
Parish,  La. 

Texas  Eastern  Transmission  Corp., 
Greenwood  Waskom  Field,  Caddo 
Parish,  La. 

United  Oas  Pipe  Line  Co.,  Four 
Isle  Dome  Field,  Terrebonne 
Parish,  La. 

Tennessee  Oas  Pipeline  Co.,  a 
division  of  Tenneco  Inc.,  Char- 
enton  Field,  St.  Mary  Parish,  La. 


El  Paso  Natural  Oas  Co.,  Linterna 
Field,  Pecos  County,  Tex. 

South  Texas  Natural  Oas  Gather¬ 
ing  Co.,  Cano  Field  Area,  Hidalgo 
County,  Tex. 

Eansas-Nebraska  Natural  Oas  Co.. 
Inc.,  (}ano  number  1  Well  and 
HaU  number  1  WeU,  Pawnee 
County,  KaOs. 


Nonproduc¬ 

tive 


•  «50.0 
>>51.0 


14.78 

14.73 


Nonproduc- 

tive 


>50.86  15.025 


Depleted  —  ..rzu 
>61.2108  14.65 


•85.0  1A05 


Bee  footnotes  at  end  of  table. 
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Docket  No.  Pres- 

mnd  AppUoknt  Purchaser  and  location  Price  per  Mcf  sure 

date  filed  base 


CI75-fi70 . . do . . . . Kansaa-Nebraska  Natural  Gas  Co., 

A  &-12-75  Inc.,  Bowman  “B”  No.  1  Well, 

Pawnee  County,  Kans. 

CI75-<I71 . Perry  R.  Bass  and  Bass  Enter-  Natural  Gas  Pipeline  Co.  of  Amerl- 

A  &-12-75  prises  Production  Co.,  SlOO  Fort  ca,  Poker  Lake  No.  42  Area,  Eddy 

Worth  National  Bank  Bldg.,  Fort  County,  N.  Mex. 

Worth,  Tex.  7fllOB. 

CI75-(I78 . J-W  Operating  Co.,  10903  Northwest  Texas  Eastman  Transmiasion  Corp., 

(C174-382)  Freeway,  S^te  542,  Houston,  Tex.  Provident  City  Field,  Lavaca 

B  6-12-75  77018.  County.  Tex. 

CI75-(J74 . Estate  of  H.  L.  Hunt,  1401  Elm  Bt.,  United  Gas  Pipe  Line  Co.,  W’est 

(CI60-152)  Dallas,  Tex.  75202.  Pilgrim  Church  Field,  Allen  Par- 

B  5-19-75  '  Ish,  La. 

CI75-875 . do .  El  Paso  Natural  Gas  Co.,  Amaeker- 

(0-17897)  Tippett  F'ield,  Upton  County, 

B  6-19-75  Tex. 

C176-876 . CIO  Exploration,  Tnc.,  5  Greenwny  Colorado  Interstate  Gas  Co.,  a  dlvl- 

A  6-13-75  Plara  East,  Houston,  Tex.  77046.  slon  of  Colorado  Interstate  Corp., 

West  Badger  Basin  Field,  Park 
County,  Wyo. 

CI75-677 .  Union  Texas  Petroleum,  a  division  Transwestem  Pipeline  Co.,  Craw- 

A  4-3(1t76  of  Allied  Chemical  Corp.,  P.O.  ford  Field,  Eddy  County,  N.  Mex. 

Box  2120,  Houston,  Tex.  77001. 

CI75-679 .  Gas  Producliw  Enterprises,  Inc.,  6  Colorado  Interstate  Gas  Co.,  a 

A  6-19-75  Greenway  Plara  East,  Houston,  division  of  Colorado  Interstate 

Tex.  77046.  Corp.,  West  Badger  Basin  Field, 

Park  County,  Wyo. 

CI75-680 . Texaco,  Inc.,  P.O.  Box  60252,  New  Texas  Gas  Transmission  Corn., 

A  5-14-75  Orleans,  La.  70100.  Eugene  Island  Block  342  Field, 

ofTsnore  Louisiana. 

0176-681 . Amoco  Production  Co.,  P.O.  Box  Northern  Natural  Gas  Co.,  Bugg 

A  6-15-76  3002,  Houston,  Tex.  77001.  '  Ranch  Area,  Irion  County,  Tex. 

CI75-683  .  ...  H.  L.  Hawkins,  H.  L.  Hawkins,  Jr.,  Southern  Natural  Gas  Co.,  Epps 
(0-2526)  Suite  907,  225  Baronne  St.,  New  Field,  West  Carroll  Parish,  lA. 

B  5-16-75  Orleans,  La.  70112. 


•35.0 

14.66 

1  70.0 

14.65 

Dopk'led  . 

Depleted  . 

Depleted  . 

•  61. 1881 

14.65 

>54.1511 

14.65 

*63.8222 
•  71. 6692 

14.65 

14.65 

1  •  $1. 15 

15.026 

H  68. 5446 

14.65 

Depleted  . 

»  Subject  to  upward  and  downward  Btu  adjustment. 

>  Rate  (or  sales  prior  to  Jan.  1, 1975. 

•  Rate  for  sales  after  Jan.  1, 1975. 

« Includes  5.9773  cents  per  Mcf  upward  Btu  adjustment 

» Subject  to  downward  Btu  adjustment.  . .  .  , 

•  Includes  11.8751  cents  per  Mcf  upward  Btu  adjustment  and  1.5903  cents  per  Mcf  lax  ndjusiment. 

>  Rate  for  sales  from  the  F'rontier  Band;  includes  1.5903  cents  per  Mcf  tax  adjustment  and  11.5089  cents  per  Mcf 
upward  Btu  adjustment. 

•  Pet*  for  sales  from  the  Muddy-Dakota  Sand;  includes  1.5909  cents  per  Mcf  tax  adjustment  and  19.3559  cents  per 
Mcf  upward  Btu  adjustment 

•  j^plicant  is  willing  to  accept  a  certificate  in  accordance  with  Section  2.56a  of  the  Commission’s  Oneral  Policy 
and  Interpretations. 

M  Incluaes  13.7089  cents  per  Mcf  upward  Btu  adjustment. 

[PR  Doc.76-14536  Piled  6-4-75;8:45  am] 


[Docket  No.  E-9448] 

CITY  OF  MARTINSVILLE,  VA.  v. 

APPALACHIAN  POWER  CO. 

Filing  of  Complaint 

May  29,  1975. 

Pursuant  to  S  2.1(a)  (1)  (I)  of  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  regulations,  notice  Is  hereby  is¬ 
sued  of  the  filing  of  a  complaint  by  the 
City  of  Martinsville,  Virginia  (Martins¬ 
ville)  In  the  above  captioned  docket. 

Martinsville  alleges  that  Appalachian 
Power  Company  (APCO)  Is  billing  It 
pursuant  to  two  tariffs,  requiring  Mar¬ 
tinsville  to  pay  twice  for  Its  Initial  blocks 
of  capacity,  and  that  APCO  Is  charging 
more  than  the  actual  fuel  costs  pursuant 
to  the  fuel  cost  adjustment  clause  In  one 
of  Its  tariffs. 

We  are  forwarding  a  copy  of  this  com¬ 
plaint  to  APCO,  which  shall  have  30  days 
to  answer  It  In  writing.  Upon  receipt  of 
the  answer  to  this  complaint,  the  Com¬ 
mission  will  take  such  additional  action 
as  may  be  necessary. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  beard  or  to 
protest  said  filing  should  file  a  iietltlon 
to  Intervene  or  protest  with  the  Federal 
Power  Commission,  825  North  Capitol 
Street,  NE,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  in 
accordance  with  SS  1.8  and  1.10  of  the 
Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and  pro¬ 
cedure  (18  CFR  1.8,  1.10).  All  such  peti¬ 
tions  or  protests  should  be  filed  on  or 
before  June  17, 1975.  Protests  will  be  con¬ 


sidered  by  the  Commission  In  determin¬ 
ing  the  apprf^rlate  action  to  be  taken, 
but  will  not  serve  to  make  protestants 
parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any  person 
wishing  to  become  a  party  must  file  a 
petition  to  Intervene.  Copies  of  this  filing 
are  on  file  with  the  Commission  and  are 
available  for  public  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.76-14688  FUed  6-4-76;8:46  am] 


[Docket  Na  E-9407] 

COLUMBUS  AND  SOUTHERN  OHIO 
ELECTRIC  CO. 

Order 

May  30, 1975. 

On  April  29,  1975,  Columbus  and 
Southern  Ohio  Electric  Company  (C&S) 
tendered  for  filing  a  proposed  rate  sched¬ 
ule  which  would  supersede  the  provisions 
of  the  rate  schedule  contained  In  Docket 
No.  E-8650.  The  changes  would  Increase 
the  rates  to  the  City  of  Westerville,  the 
City  of  Jackson,  and  the  Village  of  Glous- 
ter  in  the  amount  of  $826,425,  based  on 
the.l2-month  period  ended  December  31, 
1974.  C&8  maintains  that  the  additional 
revenue  Is  needed  to  help  offset  Increases 
In  the  c(»t  of  providing  electric  service 
as  well  as  Increases  In  the  cost  of  facilities 
and  capital'  required  to  provide  such 
service. 


C&S  has  requested  a  waiver  of  the  fil¬ 
ing  requirements  contained  in  §  35.13(b) 
(4)  (1)  and  section  35(b)  (5)  (1)  to  permit 
it  to  make  its  proposed  rate  schedule 
effective  June  1, 1975. 

C&S’  April  29,  1975  filing  was  noticed 
on  May  8,  1975,  with  all  comments,  pro¬ 
tests  or  petitions  to  intervene  due  on  or 
before  May  19, 1975.  On  May  19, 1975,  the 
CMty  of  Westerville  (Westerville)  filed  a 
petition  to  intervene  and  a  protest  in  this 
proceeding.  Westerville  argues  that  the 
rate  schedule  will  result  in  increased 
revenues  in  excess  of  $1  million  and  that 
C&S  Is  therefore  required  to  file  Period 
n  data  under  i  35.13(b)  (4)  (ill)  of  our 
regulations.  Since  C&S  did  not  tender 
any  Period  n  data  Westerville  argues 
that  the  filing  should  be  rejected. 

Upon  a  review  of  C&S’  filing  we  con¬ 
clude  that  the  increase  In  revenues  re¬ 
sulting  from  the  proposed  rate  schedule 
will  not  result  In  an  increase  in  excess  of 
$1  million.  The  rates  presently  being 
charged  by  C&S  to  the  customers  affected 
by  this  rate  filing  are  the  rates  subject 
to  the  pending  proceeding  in  Docket  No. 
E-8650.  The  difference  in  revenues  be¬ 
tween  the  Docket  No.  E-8650  rates  and 
the  rates  herein  proposed  does  not  ex¬ 
ceed  $1  million.  Our  review  of  Wester¬ 
ville’s  petition  indicates  that  it  improp¬ 
erly  compared  the  revenues  resulting 
from  the  presently  proposed  rate  sched¬ 
ule  to  the  revenues  resulting  from  the 
rates  in  effect  prior  to  the  effective  date 
of  the  rates  In  Docket  No.  E-8650.  We 
find  therefore  that  the  revenue  increase 
resulting  from  the  proposed  rate  sched¬ 
ule  does  not  exceed  $1  million  and  ac¬ 
cordingly  the  filing  requirements  of 
Period  n  were  voluntary  for  C&S.^  We 
shall  therefore  deny  Westerville’s  request 
to  reject  C&S’  April  29,  1975  filing. 

CSS’  April  29,  1975  filing  additionally 
Includes  s  proposed  fuel  adjustment 
clause  which  C&S  states  conforms  to  the 
Commission’s  regulations  as  amended  by 
Order  No.  517.  Upon  a  review  of  the  pro¬ 
posed  fuel  clause,  we  are  unable  to 
determine  If  wholesale  losses  are  aimro- 
priately  accounted  for  In  the  computa¬ 
tion  of  the  adjustment  factor. 

Upon  a  review  of  the  entire  filing,  we 
find  that  the  proposed  rates  have  not 
been  shown  to  be  just  and  reasonable  and 
may  be  unjust,  unreasonable,  unduly 
discriminatory,  preferential  or  otherwise 
unlawful.  Accordingly,  we  shall  suspend 
the  effectiveness  of  the  filing  for  one  day 
and  establish  hearing  procedures  to  de¬ 
termine  the  justness  and  reasonableness 
of  the  filing. 

With  respect  to  C&S’  request  for  a 
waiver  of  our  regulations  to  give  an  effec¬ 
tive  date  of  June  1,  we  note  that  the  U.S. 
Court  of  Appeals  for  the  D.C.  Circuit  has 
held  §S  35.13(b)  (4)  (1)  and  35.13(b)(5) 
(1)  of  our  regulations  to  be  an  unlawful 
extension  of  the  statutory  30-day  waiting 
period.*  We  therefore  need  not  waive 


^  See  Order  Clarifying  Order  No.  487,  Docket 
No.  R-463,  issued  October  31,  1974. 

*  Indiana  A  Michigan  Electric  Co.  ▼.  FJPXI^ 
502  P.  3d  336  (D.C.  Clr.  1974),  reh.  602  P.  3d 
343  (1974). 
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those  regxilations  to  permit  C&S  to  place 
its  increased  rates  into  effect  prior  to  the 
expiraticKi  of  the  60  days  required  in 
those  sections.  Because  we  are  suspend¬ 
ing  the  effectiveness  of  C&S’  April  29, 
1975  filing  for  one  day,  we  shall  permit 
the  rates  therein  to  become  effective  June 
2,  1975,  subject  to  refund. 

The  Commission  finds:  (1)  It  is  neces¬ 
sary  and  proper  in  the  public  interest 
and  to  aid  in  the  enforcement  of  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  the  Federal  Power  Act  that  the 
Commission  enter  uc>on  a  hearing  con¬ 
cerning  the  lawfulness  of  the  rates  and 
charges  contained  in  C&S’  proposed  rate 
schedule  filed  in  this  docket  and  that  the 
tendered  rate  schedule  be  suspended  as 
hereinafter  provided. 

(2)  It  is  desirable  and  in  the  public  in¬ 
terest  to  ijermit  Westerville  to  intervaie. 

(3)  Good  cause  does  not  exist  to  grant 
Westerville’s  request  to  reject  C&S’  April 
29,  1975  filing. 

The  Commission  orders:  (A)  C&S’  pro¬ 
posed  rate  schedule  tendered  herein  on 
April  29,  1975,  is  suspended  for  one  day, 
the  use  thereof  deferred  until  June  2, 
1975,  and  made  subject  to  refund. 

(B)  Pursuant  to  authority  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Power  Act,  particularly  section  205 
thereof,  and  the  Commission’s  rules  and 
regulations  (18  CFR,  Chapter  I),  a 
public  hearing  for  the  purposes  of  cross- 
examination  concerning  the  lawfulness 
and  reasonableness  of  the  rates  and 
charges  in  C&S’  proposed  rate  schedule 
shall  be  held  commencing  on  October  21, 
1975,  at  10  a.m.,  e.d.t.,  in  a  hearing  room 
of  the  Federal  Power  Commission,  825 
North  Capitol  Street,  NE,  Washington, 
D.C.  20426. 

(C)  On  or  before  September  9,  1975, 
the  Commission  Staff  shall  serve  its  pre¬ 
pared  testimony  and  exhibits.  Any  inter- 
venor  evidence  will  be  filed  on  or  before 
September  23,  1975.  Any  rebuttal  evi¬ 
dence  by  C&S  shall  be  served  on  or  be¬ 
fore  October  7,  1975. 

(D)  A  Presiding  Administrative  Law 
Judge  to  be  designated  by  the  Chief  Ad¬ 
ministrative  Law  Judge  for  that  purpose 
(See  Delegation  of  Authority,  18  CFR 
3.5(d)),  shall  preside  at  the  hearing  in 
this  proceeding,  shall  prescribe  neces¬ 
sary  procedures  not  provided  for  by  this 
order,  and  shall  otherwise  conduct  the 
hearing  in  euxordance  with  the  terms  of 
this  order  and  the  Commission’s  rules 
and  regulations. 

(E)  Westerville  is  hereby  permitted  to 
Intervene  in  this  proceeding,  subject  to 
the  rules  and  regulations  of  the  Com¬ 
mission;  Provided,  however.  That  the 
participation  of  such  intervenor  shall  be 
limited  to  matters  affecting  the  rights 
and  Interests  specifically  set  forth  In  the 
petition  to  Intervene;  and  Provided,  fur¬ 
ther.  That  the  admission  of  such  Inter¬ 
venor  shall  not  be  construed  as  recogni¬ 
tion  that  it  may  be  aggrieved  because  of 
any  order  or  orders  issued  by  the  Com¬ 
mission  in  this  proceeding. 

(P)  Westerville’s  request  to  reject 
C&S’  filing  is  hereby  denied. 

(O)  Nothing  contained  herein  shall 
be  (xmstrued  as  limiting  the  rights  or 
parties  to  this  proceeding  regarding  the 


convening  of  conferences  or  offers  of 
settlement  pursuant  to  §  1.18  of  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  rules  of  practice  and  procedure. 

(H)  The  Secretary  shall  cause  prompt 
publication  of  this  order  to  be  made  in 
the  Federal  Register. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.75-14689  Filed  6^75;  8:45  am] 


(Docket  No.  E-91541 

CONNECTICUT  LIGHT  AND  POWER  CO. 

Filing  of  Supplemental  Data 

May  29,  1975. 

Take  notice  that  on  May  8,  1975,  Con¬ 
necticut  Light  and  Power  Company 
(C7L&P)  tendered  supplemental  data  in¬ 
tended  to  make  complete  its  original  fil¬ 
ing  of  December  5,  1974.  This  action  is  in 
response  to  a  letter  of  January  3,  1975, 
according  to  CL&P,  issued  by  the  Secre¬ 
tary  of  the  Federal  Power  Commission. 

This  supplemental  data  includes: 

1.  Derivation  of  $71,258  Payment  Set 
Forth  in  section  5(a) . 

2.  Percentage  Amounts  Applicable 
under  C?arrying  Charge  Rate  Set  Forth 
in  section  5(b)  (l)-(6). 

3.  Capitalization  and  Cost  Data  Sup¬ 
porting  Investment  Return. 

C7L&P  stated  that  it  also  rendered  de¬ 
tails  of  the  summary  of  Investment  and 
Carrying  Charges  with  respect  to  the 
Black  Pond-Totoket  Segment  of  the  345 
KV  line. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  filing  should  file  a  petition  to 
intervene  or  protest  with  the  Federal 
Power  Commission,  825  North  Capitol 
Street,  NE,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  in 
accordance  with  §§  1.8  and  1.10  of  the 
Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and  pro¬ 
cedure  (18  CFR  1.8,  1.10).  All  such  peti¬ 
tions  or  protests  should  be  filed  on  or  be¬ 
fore  June  17,  1975.  Protests  will  be  con¬ 
sidered  by  the  Commission  in  determin¬ 
ing  the  appropriate  action  to  be  taken, 
but  will  not  serve  to  make  protestants 
parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any  person 
wishing  to  become  a  party  must  file  a  pe¬ 
tition  to  intervene.  Copies  of  this  filing 
are  on  file  with  the  Commission  and  are 
available  for  public  inspection. 

Kenneth  P.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.75-14690  Filed  6-4-75;8:45  am] 


(Docket  No.  E-9453] 

DUKE  POWER  CO. 

Tariff  Change 

May  29, 1975. 

Take  notice  that  Duke  Power  Com¬ 
pany  (Duke)  on  May  21,  1975,  tendered 
for  filing  proposed  changes  in  its  FPC 
Electric  Service  Tariff,  Volume  Nos.  I-VL 
Duke  states  that  the  proposed  changes 
would  increase  revenues  frmn  jurisdic¬ 
tional  sales  and  services  by  $23,648,753 
based  on  the  twelve-month  period  end¬ 
ing  December  31, 1975.  Duke  proposes  an 
effective  dates  of  Jime  30, 1975. 


Duke  states  that  the  reasons  for  the 
pror>osed  changes  are  as  follows.  For  the 
twelve  months  ending  December  31, 1974, 
according  to  Duke,  the  Company  earned 
a  rate  of  return  on  its  wholesale  business 
of  only  5.20  percent.  Duke  states  that 
such  a  rate  of  return  is  considered  inade¬ 
quate  and  will  not  permit  Duke  to  attract 
necessary  capital  on  reasonable  terms  to 
provide  reliable  service  to  its  customers. 
Duke  states  that  the  rates  proposed  in 
this  filing  would  give  Duke  the  oppor¬ 
tunity  to  earn  a  rate  of  return  more 
closely  approaching  that  required  to 
attract  the  necessary  capital. 

Duke  states  that  copies  of  the  filing 
were  served  upon  the  public  utility’s 
jurisdictional  customers,  the  Southeast¬ 
ern  Power  Administration,  the  North 
Carolina  Utilities  Commission  and  the 
Public  Service  Commission  of  South 
Carolina. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  application  should  file  a 
petition  to  intervene  or  protest  with  the 
Federal  Power  Commission,  825  North 
Capitol  Street,  NE,  Washington,  D.C. 
20426,  in  accordance  with  §§  1.8  and  1.10 
of  the  Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and 
procedure  (18  CFR  1.8,  1.10).  All  such 
petitions  or  protests  should  be  filed  on  or 
before  June  12,  1975.  Protests  will  be 
considered  by  the  Commission  in  deter¬ 
mining  the  appropriate  action  to  be 
taken,  but  will  not  serve  to  make  pro¬ 
testants  parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any 
person  wishing  to  become  a  party  must 
file  a  petition  to  intervene.  Copies  of  this 
application  are  on  file  with  the  Commis¬ 
sion  and  are  available  for  public 
inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

IFR  Doc.75-14691  Filed  6-4-75:8:45  am] 


(Docket  No.  E-9449] 

DUKE  POWER  CO. 

Contract  Supplement 

May  29,  1975. 

Take  notice  that  Duke  Power  Com¬ 
pany  (Duke) ,  on  May  19,  1975,  tendered 
for  filing  a  supplement  to  Duke’s  Elec¬ 
tric  Power  Contract  with  Union  Electric 
Memberhsip  Corporation  (Union). 

Duke  states  that  this  contract  is  on 
file  with  the  Commission  and  has  be^ 
designated  Duke  Power  Company  Rate 
Schedule  FPC  No.  141. 

Duke  stages  that  the  only  document 
submitted  with  this  filing  is  Exhibit  A, 
Delivery  Point  No.  5,  dated  May  29, 
1973.  Duke  states  that  this  is  a  new'  point 
of  delivery  made  at  request  of  the  cus- 
tcrnier. 

Duke  states  that  the  contract  with  the 
Rural  Electric  Cooperatives  served  by 
Duke  provides  for  service  at  all  delivery 
points,  plus  any  new  delivery  points  to 
be  added  in  the  future,  in  one  contract. 
Duke  states  that  this  contract  contains 
an  “all  requirements’’  provision,  and 
there  is  no  Contract  Demand  at  any 
delivery  point.  Duke  states  that  Exhibit 
A  therefore  shows  only  “designated 
kilowatts’’,  “location”  and  other  perti¬ 
nent  information.  Duke  states  that  when 


FEDERAL  REGISTER,  VOL  40,  NO.  1 09— THURSDAY,  JUNE  5,  1975 


NOTICES 


24241 


the  character  of  the  service  changes  at 
a  given  Delivery  Point,  Exhibit  A  is 
superseded  by  A-1,  A-2,  etc. 

Duke  states  that  the  date  on  which 
this  document  is  to  become  effective  is 
June  20, 1975. 

Duke  states  that  a  copy  of  the  Exhibit 
A  has  been  mailed,  and  a  copy  of  the 
transmittal  letter  will  be  mailed  to 
Union. 

Duke  states  that  agreement  between 
the  parties  has  been  obtained  as  evi¬ 
denced  by  their  signatures  on  Exhibit 
A. 

Duke  states  that  Attachment  No.  1  is 
an  estimate  of  sales  and  revenues  for 
the  12  months  immediately  succeeding 
the  effective  date. 

Duke  states  that  to  serve  this  new  de¬ 
livery  point  under  this  agreement,  Duke 
proposes  to  tap  the  Clear  Creek  100  KV 
transmission  line,  build  approximately 
3.2  miles  of  double-circuit  100  KV  tap 
line  and  build  a  100/44  KV  substation 
where  the  customer  requested  a  delivery. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  filing  should  file  a  petition 
to  intervene  or  protest  with  the  Federal 
Power  Commission,  825  North  Capitol 
Street,  NE,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  in 
accordance  with  SS  1.8  and  1.10  of  the 
Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and  pro¬ 
cedure  (18  CFR  1.8, 1.10).  All  such  peti¬ 
tions  or  protests  should  be  filed  on  or 
before  June  13, 1975.  Protests  will  be  con¬ 
sidered  by  the  Commission  in  determin¬ 
ing  the  appropriate  action  to  be  taken, 
but  will  not  serve  to  make  protestants 
parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any  person 
wishing  to  become  a  party  must  file  a 
petition  to  Intervene.  Copies  of  this  fil¬ 
ing  are  on  file  with  the  Commission  and 
are  available  for  public  inspection. 

Kenneth  P.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[FB  Doc.76-14692  PUed  6-4-76;8:45  am] 


[Docket  No.  CP73-384] 

EL  PASO  NATURAL  GAS  CO. 

Petition  To  Amend 

Mat  29, 1975. 

Take  notice  that  on  May  19,  1975, 
El  Paso  Natural  Gas  Company  (El  Paso) , 
P.O.  Box  1492,  El  Paso,  Texas  79978, 
filed  in  Docket  No.  CP73-334  a  petition 
to  amend  the  Commission’s  order  Issued 
in  said  docket,  pursuant  to  section  7(c) 
of  the  Natural  Gas  Act,  on  October  10, 
1973  (50  FPC  1036),  SO  as  to  authorize 
El  Paso  to  conduct  certain  limited  opera¬ 
tional  tests  of  its  Rhodes  Storage  Reser¬ 
voir  and  the  associated  storage  facilities, 
all  as  more  fully  set  forth  in  the  petition 
to  amend  which  is  on  file  with  the  Com¬ 
mission  and  open  to  public  inspection. 

El  Paso  states  that  by  orders  Issued 
August  7,  1973,  and  October  10,  1973  (50 
FPC  500,  1036),  the  Commission  issued 
El  Paso  a  certificate  of  public  conven¬ 
ience  and  necessity  authorizing,  inter 
alia,  the  construction  and  operation  of 
certain  additional  facilities  on  its  inter¬ 
state  system  required  for  the  reactiva¬ 
tion  and  the  injection  into  and  with¬ 
drawal  of  gas  from  the  Rhodes  Reservoir, 


an  imdergroimd  storage  area  located  in 
Lea  County,  New  Mexico;  and  reactiva¬ 
tion  of  the  Rhodes  Reservoir  was  thereby 
initiated  for  the  protection  of  El  Paso’s 
east-of -California  Priority  1  and  2  re¬ 
quirements.  El  Paso  states  further  that 
the  Principal  facilities  utilized  for  the 
Rhodes  Reservoir  storage  operations 
consist  of  35  injection/withdrawal  wells, 
with  appurtenances,  6.7  miles  of  small 
diameter  pipeline,  and  4,400  horsepower 
compressor  and  dehydration  plant 
facilities. 

El  Paso  states  that  due  to  favorable 
weather  conditions,  only  on  one  occasion 
has  it  been  necessary  to  withdraw  36,000 
Mcf  to  prevent  curtailment  on  east-of- 
California  Priority  2  requirements.  El 
Paso  states  further  that  the  only  other 
withdrawal  was  of  10,000  Mcf  for  the 
purpose  of  testing  an  existing  well  which 
had  required  workover.  El  Paso  proposes 
to  withdraw  approximately  1,000,000 
Mcf  of  gas  for  the  test.  Working  gas  in 
the  Rhodes  Reservoir  is  said  to  be  11,- 
300,000  Mcf. 

El  Paso  requests  that  the  Commission 
amend  its  order  of  October  10,  1975  (50 
FPC  1036),  to  permit  utilization  of  the 
Rhodes  Reservoir  storage  facilities  for 
a  period  of  approximately  seven  consec¬ 
utive  days  to  obtain  data  on  maximum 
utilization  of  the  facilities  and  subse¬ 
quently  to  Inject  gas  necessary  to  replace 
^e  volume  withdrawn.  El  Paso  states 
that  the  test  will  provide  information 
regarding  flow  pressure,  equipment  op¬ 
erations,  well  characteristics,  volume 
and  pressure  buildup,  and  reliability  of 
the  Rhodes  Reservoir.  El  Paso  further 
states  that  the  gas  withdrawn  and  In¬ 
jected  will  be  utilized  by  and  obtained 
from  east-of -California  Priority  5 
customers. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  protest  with  reference  to  said 
petition  to  amend  should  on  or  before 
Jime  25,  1975,  file  with  the  Federal 
Power  Commission,  Washington,  D.C. 
20426,  a  petition  to  intervene  or  a  pro¬ 
test  in  accordance  with  the  requirements 
of  the  Commission’s  rules  of  practice 
and  procedure  (18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10)  and 
the  regulations  under  the  Natural  Gas 
Act  (18  CFR  157.10).  AH  protests  filed 
with  the  Commission  will  be  considered 
by  it  in  determining  the  appropriate  ac¬ 
tion  to  be  taken  but  will  not  serve  to 
make  the  protestants  parties  to  the  pro¬ 
ceeding.  Any  person  wishing  to  become 
a  party  to  a  proceeding  or  to  participate 
as  a  party  in  any  hearing  therein  must 
file  a  petition  to  intervene  in  accordance 
with  the  Commission’s  rules. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[FB  Doc.76-14603  FUed  6-4-76;8:46  am] 


[Docket  No.  RP76-971 

HAMPSHIRE  GAS  CO. 

Order 

Mat  30, 1975. 

On  April  30,  1975,  Hampshire  Gas 
Company  (Hampshire)  tendered  for 
flung  proposed  changes  in  Its  FPC  Gas 


Tariff,  Original  Volume  No.  1.^  The  pro¬ 
posed  changes  represent  an  increase  of 
$268,000  for  storage  service  to  its  parent, 
Washington  Gas  Light  Company  under 
its  cost  of  service  tariff.  Hampshire  pro¬ 
poses  an  effective  date  of  May  1,  1975. 

Notice  of  the  proposed  increase  was 
issued  May  8,  1975,  with  comments,  pro¬ 
tests,  and  petitions  to  intervene  due  on 
or  before  May  22,  1975.  To  date,  no  such 
protests  or  petitions  to  intervene  have 
been  received. 

The  increase  is  based  on  changes  in 
overall  rate  of  return,  from  8  percent 
to  9.25  percent,  and  an  increase  in  the 
depreciation  rate,  from  3.5  percent  to 
5  percent.  Hampshire  also  proposes  to 
change  the  language  relating  to  deter¬ 
mining  the  interest  deduction  in  cal¬ 
culating  its  Federal  Income  Tax  allow¬ 
ance. 

Our  review  of  the  filling  indicates  that 
the  increase  has  not  been  shown  to  be 
just  and  reasonable  and  may  be  unjust, 
imreasonable  or  otherwise  unlawful. 
Hampshire  has  also  not  complied  the 
notice  provisions  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act 
and  the  Commission’s  regulations,  which 
provide  that  no  rate  shaU  be  changed, 
except  on  thirty  days  notice  to  the  Com¬ 
mission  and  the  public.  Hampshire  has 
made  no  showing  which  would  persuade 
us  to  grant  waiver  of  this  requirement. 
Accordingly,  we  shall  accept  Hampshire’s 
tariff  sheets  for  nling  as  if  it  had  filed 
under  the  30  day  notice  provisions,  with 
a  requested  effective  date  of  May  31, 
1975,  and  suspend  the  iise  of  the  pro¬ 
posed  tariff  sheets  for  five  months,  until 
October  31,  1975,  when  they  wiU  be  per¬ 
mitted  to  become  effective,  subject  to 
refund,  pending  hearing  and  decision  as 
to  the  justness  and  reasonableness  of  the 
rates  contained  therein. 

Hampshire  has  also  failed  to  file  State¬ 
ment  P  in  support  of  its  proposed  rate 
increase,  either  together  with  its  filing 
or  within  15  days  thereafter,  as  provided 
by  the  regulations.  Our  acceptance  of 
these  tariff  sheets  shaU  be  conditioned 
on  Hampshire’s  filing  Statement  P 
within  15  days  of  the  Issuance  of  this 
order. 

The  Commission  finds:  (1)  It  is  neces¬ 
sary  and  appropriate  in  the  public  in¬ 
terest  and  to  aid  in  the  enforcement  of 
the  Natural  Gas  Act  that  the  Commis¬ 
sion  enter  upon  a  hearing  concerning 
the  lawfulness  of  the  rates  and  charges 
contained  in  Hampshire’s  FPC  Gas  Tariff 
as  proposed  to  be  amended  herein. 

(2)  The  revised  tariff  sheets  filed 
herein  should  be  accepted  for  filing  and 
suspended  for  the  fuU  statutory  period, 
subject  to  the  condition  as  hereinafter 
ordered. 

The  Commission  orders:  (A)  Hamp¬ 
shire’s  revised  tariff  sheets  are  hereby 
accepted  for  filing  and  suspended  for 
five  months,  imtll  October  31,  1975,  when 
they  shaU  be  permitted  to  b(M(»ne  effec¬ 
tive,  subject  to  refimd,  subject  to  the 
condition,  however,  that  Hampshire  shaU 
file  8tat«nent  P  in  sui^rt  of  its  pro- 
I - 

*  First  Revised  Sbeet  Noe.  4  and  5. 
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posed  increase  within  15  days  of  the  is¬ 
suance  of  this  order. 

(B>  Pursuant  to  the  authority  of  the 
Natural  Gas  Act,  particularly  sections  4 
and  5  thereof,  the  Commission’s  rules 
of  practice  and  procedure  and  the  regu¬ 
lations  imder  the  Natural  Gas  Act  (18 
CFR.  c:hapter  I) ,  a  public  hearing  shall 
be  held  on  Sept^nber  30, 1975,  at  10  ajn., 
e.s.t.,  in  a  hearing  room  of  the  Federal 
Power  Commission,  825  North  Capitol 
Street  NE.,  Washing1x)n,  D.C.  20426,  con¬ 
cerning  the  lawfulness  of  the  rates  and 
charges  in  Hampshire's  FPC  Gas  Tariff 
as  proposed  to  be  amended  herein. 

(C)  On  or  before  September  2,  1975, 
the  Commission  Staff  shall  serve  its  pre¬ 
pared  testim<my  and  exhibits.  Company 
rebuttal  evidence  shall  be  filed  on  or 
before  September  23, 1975. 

(D)  A  Presiding  Administrative  Law 
Judge  to  be  designated  by  the  Chief  Ad¬ 
ministrative  Law  Judge  for  that  purpose 
(see  Del^ration  of  Authority,  18  CFR  3.5 
(d) ) ,  shall  preside  at  the  hearing  in  this 
piweeding,  shall  prescribe  necessary  pro¬ 
cedures  not  provided  for  by  this  order, 
and  shall  otherwise  conduct  the  hearing 
in  accordance  with  the  terms  of  this 
order  and  the  Commission’s  rules  of  prac¬ 
tice  and  procedure. 

(E)  The  Secretary  shall  cause  prompt 
publication  of  this  order  in  the  Federal 
Register. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Kenneth  F.  Plttmb, 

Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.75-14694  Filed  6-4-75;8:45  amj 


(Docket  No.  RP75-981 

McCULLOCH  INTERSTATE  GAS  CORP. 

Order 

May  30,  1975. 

On  April  30,  1975,  McCulloch  Inter¬ 
state  Gas  Corporation  (McCulloch)  ten¬ 
dered  for  filing  a  revised  tariff  sheet '  to 
Its  FPC  Gas  Tariff,  Original  Voliune  No. 
1.  The  proposed  rate  change  would  in¬ 
crease  McCjulloch’s  rate  to  Colorado  In¬ 
terstate  Gas  Company  (CIG),  McCul¬ 
loch’s  sole  Jurisdictional  customer,  by 
10.43f  per  MMBTU,  based  on  McCTul- 
loch’s  straight  voliunetric  allocation  of 
Its  cost  of  service.  The  proposed  effective 
date  of  such  revised  tariff  sheet  Is  June 
1,  1975. 

According  to  McCulloch,  the  changes 
proposed  in  the  instant  filing  would  in¬ 
crease  annual  revenues  by  approximately 
$398,458,  based  on  actual  operations  for 
calendar  year  1974,  as  adjusted  for 
known  and  measurable  changes  through 
September  30,  1975.  McCulloch  states 
that  the  proposed  increase  is  needed  to 
cover  increases  In  various  components  of 
its  cost  of  service,  as  well  as  a  “sharp  re¬ 
duction”  in  its  Jurisdictional  natural  gas 
deliveries.  The  proposed  increase  would 
permit  the  company  to  earn  an  overall 
rate  ot  return  of  9.84  percent,  including 
12.00  percent  return  on  common  equity, 
according  to  McCTulloch. 


*  sixth  Revised  Sheet  No.  32. 


Public  notice  of  McCulloch’s  filing  was 
issued  on  May  8,  1975,  with  comments, 
protests  or  petitions  to  intervene  due  on 
or  before  May  20,  1975.  On  May  20, 1975, 
CIG  filed  a  Petition  for  Leave  to  Inter¬ 
vene,  alleging  that  it  has  a  substantial 
interest  in  this  proceeding  which  will  not 
be  adequately  represented  by  any  other 
party  herein.  Good  cause  appearing, 
CIG’s  petition  shall  be  granted,  as  here¬ 
inafter  ordered. 

Based  on  our  review  of  McCulloch’s 
proposed  rate  increase,  including  the 
documents,  information  and  studies  sub¬ 
mitted  therewith  as  required  by  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  regulations,  and  the  aforemen¬ 
tioned  petition  to  intervene,  we  find  that 
the  requested  increase  may  be  excessive 
or  otherwise  unlawful  under  the  Natural 
Gas  Act.  Accordingly,  the  proposed  in¬ 
crease  shall  be  accepted  for  filing,  sus¬ 
pended  for  the  full  statutory  period,  and 
set  for  hearing. 

We  note  that  McCulloch  has  included 
in  the  tariff  sheet  proposed  herein  costs 
associated  with  gas  plant  which  is  not 
in  service  at  this  time.  Should  these  fa¬ 
cilities  not  be  certificated  and  in  service 
by  the  end  of  the  suspension  period  or¬ 
dered  herein,  we  shall  require  McCJulloch 
to  amend  its  filing  to  refiect  exclusion  of 
these  costs. 

The  Commission  finds:  (1)  Sixth  Re¬ 
vised  Sheet  No.  32,  tendered  by  McCul¬ 
loch  on  April  30, 1975,  should  be  accepted 
for  filing  and  its  use  suspend  for  five 
ditioned. 

(2)  It  is  necessary  and  proper  in  the 
public  interest  and  to  aid  in  the  enforce¬ 
ment  of  tile  provisions  of  the  Natural 
(jias  Act,  that  the  Commission  enter  upon 
a  hearing  concerning  the  lawfulness  of 
the  rates  and  charges  contained  in  Mc- 
CTuUoch’s  FPC  Gas  Tariff,  as  proposed  to 
be  amended  in  Docket  No.  RP75-98. 

(3)  Participation  in  this  proceeding  of 
Colorado  Interstate  Gas  Company  (CIG) 
may  be  in  the  public  interest,  provided 
that  such  participation  is  limited  as  here¬ 
inafter  ordered. 

The  Commission  orders:  (A)  McCul¬ 
loch’s  tariff  sheet  proffered  in  Docket 
No.  RP75-98  is  accepted  for  filing  and 
suspended  for  the  full  statutory  period 
of  five  months  imtil  November  1,  1975, 
or  imtil  such  time  as  it  is  made  effective 
in  the  manner  provided  by  the  Natural 
Gas  Act,  subject  to  refund;  provided, 
however,  that  before  November  1,  1975, 
McCulloch  shall  file  a  substitute  revised 
tariff  sheet  refiecting  exclusion  of  costs 
associated  with  facilities  which  have  not 
been  certificated  and  placed  in  service 
as  of  November  1,  1975. 

(B)  Pursuant  to  the  authority  of  the 
Natural  Gas  Act,  particularly  sections 
4,  5,  8  and  15  thereof,  and  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  rules  and  regiilations,  a  hearing 
shall  be  held  to  determine  the  Justness 
and  reasonableness  of  the  rates  proposed 
in  McCulloch’s  April  30,  1975  filing. 

(C)  On  or  before  Sept«nber  16,  1975, 
the  Commission  Staff  shall  serve  its  pre¬ 
pared  testimony  and  exhibits.  Prepared 
testimony  and  exhibits  of  intervenors 
shall  be  served  on  or  before  Septem¬ 
ber  30,  1975.  Company  rebuttal  shall  be 
served  October  14,  1975.  Cross-examina¬ 


tion  of  the  evidence  shall  commence  on 
October  28,  1975,  at  10  a.m.,  prevailing 
local  time,  in  a  hearing  room  at  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Power  Commission,  Washington, 
D.C.  20426. 

(D)  Colorado  Interstate  Gas  Com¬ 
pany  is  hereby  permitted  to  Intervene 
in  this  proceeding,  subject  to  the  rules 
and  regulations  of  the  Commission; 
Provided,  however.  That  the  participa¬ 
tion  of  such  Intervenor  shall  be  limited 
to  matters  affecting  rights  and  interests 
specifically  set  forth  in  the  petition  to 
intervene,  and  Provided,  further.  That 
the  admission  of  such  intervenor  shall 
not  be  construed  as  recognition  by  the 
Cwnmisslon  that  it  might  be  aggrieved 
because  of  any  order  or  orders  Issued 
by  the  Commi^ion  in  this  proceeding. 

(E)  A  Presiding  Administrative  Law 
Judge  to  be  designated  by  the  Chief  Ad¬ 
ministrative  Law  Judge  for  that  purpose 
(See  Delegation  of  Authority,  18  CFR 
3.5(d)),  shall  preside  at  the  hearing  in 
this  proceeding,  shall  prescribe  neces¬ 
sary  procedures  not  provided  for  by  this 
order,  and  shall  otherwise  condiict  the 
hearing  in  accordance  with  the  terms  of 
this  order  and  the  Commission’s  rules 
and  regulations. 

(F)  The  Secretary  shall  cause  prompt 
publication  of  this  order  in  the  Federal 
Register. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.75-14695  Filed  6-4-75:8:45  am] 


(Docket  No.  E-9422] 

MISSOURI  UTILITIES  CO. 

Order  Rejecting  Proposed  Rate  Increase 
Filing 

May  30, 1975. 

On  May  2,  1975,  Missouri  Utilities 
Company  < Missouri)  tendered  for  filing 
proposed  changes  in  its  wholesale  elec¬ 
tric  power  purchase  agreement  with  the 
City  of  California,  Missouri  (CJalifomia) , 
which  Missouri  states  would  result  in  in¬ 
creased  rates  and  charges  in  the  amount 
of  $112,372,  or  45.34%,  for  the  twelve 
months  ended  December  31,  1974.  Mis¬ 
souri  states  that  the  last  rate  increase 
to  California  was  solely  tiie  result  of 
passing  through  a  uniform  general  rate 
increase  to  all  classes  of  service  as  au¬ 
thorized  by  the  Missouri  Public  Service 
Commission  and  no  attempt  was  then 
made  to  determine  if  the  increased  rate 
was  adequate  to  recover  all  costs  asso¬ 
ciated  with  supplying  that  service.  Mis¬ 
souri  further  states  that  subsequent  cost 
studies  indicate  that  the  rate  presently 
in  effect  for  California  is  not  sufBcient  to 
recover  the  costs  associated  with  supply¬ 
ing  it  service.  Missouri  therefore  con¬ 
tends  that  its  present  filing  is  necessary 
to  generate  the  revenue  needed  to  cover 
the  costs  incurred  in  providing  service 
to  California. 

In  addition  to  increasing  the  rates  and 
charges  for  service  to  California,  Mis¬ 
souri  proposed  to  incorporate  in  the  pur¬ 
chase  agreement  a  fuel  adjustment 
clause.  Missouri  requests  a  proposed  ef¬ 
fective  date  of  June  1, 1975. 
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Missouri’s  May  2.  1975  filing  was 
noticed  on  May  8,  1975,  with  any  com¬ 
ments,  protests  or  petitions  to  intervene 
due  on  or  before  Mtiy  19,  1975.  On 
May  20,  1975,  the  City  of  CaUfomia  filed 
an  imtimely  protest. 

Upon  review  of  Missouri’s  instant  filing 
and  the  ciurently  effective  contract  be¬ 
tween  Missouri  and  California  we  are 
compelled  to  reject  Missouri’s  May  2, 
1975  filing  under  the  Mobile-Sierra  ^  doc¬ 
trine.  Article  IX,  Section  1  of  the  1954 
Missoiud-Califomla  agreement  provides 
that  the: 

term  of  this  agreement  Is  for  five  (5)  years 
beginning  on  the  day  when  power  and  energy 
is  first  delivered  hereunder  by  the  Company 
to  the  Board  [of  the  City  of  California]  and 
ending  five  years  from  that  date  (referred  to 
as  ‘Primary  Period’)  and  thereafter  from 
year  to  year  (referred  to  as  ‘Yearly  Period’) 
unless  and  until  terminated  by  either  party 
giving  twelve  (12)  months’  written  notice 
prior  to  the  expiration  of  primary  period  or 
of  any  yearly  period  thereafter. 

There  is  nothing  in  the  record  to  indi¬ 
cate  that  either  Missouri  or  California 
has  given  the  other  party  a  twelve  month 
notice  of  termination  of  the  contract. 
’The  contract  and  its  terms  is  therefore 
still  in  effect  and  binding  on  the  parties. 
Section  2  of  Article  IX  of  this  binding 
contract  provides: 

Due  to  unforeseen  conditions  relative  to 
power  costs  which  may  change  from  time  to 
time,  or  at  any  time,  during  the  term  of  this 
contract,  rates,  terms  and  provisions  herein 
may  be  reviewed  and  revised  by  mutual  con¬ 
sent  of  parties  hereto,  subject,  always,  to  the 
approval  of  the  Public  Service  Commission  of 
the  State  of  Missouri,  (emphasis  supplied) 

Missouri  has  not  presented  this  Com¬ 
mission  with  any  information  Indicating 
that  California  has  assented  to  the  pro¬ 
posed  rate  increase.  Indeed  the  City  of 
California  has  filed  a  formal  protest  to 
the  proposed  increase.  In  view  of  the  lack 
of  any  indication  of  mutual  agreement 
on  the  proposed  Increase  and  the  fact 
that  the  contract  has  not  been  termi¬ 
nated,  this  Commission  is  precluded  from 
accepting  the  rate  increase  for  filing.  We 
shall  therefore  reject  Missouri’s  May  2, 
1975  filing. 

The  Commission  finds:  It  Is  necessary 
and  appropriate  in  the  public  Interest 
and  to  aid  In  the  enforcement  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Power  Act  that  Missouri’s  filing  of 
May  2,  1975  in  this  docket  be  rejected. 

The  Commission  orders:  (A)  Missouri’s 
May  2, 1975  filing  incorporating  proposed 
changes  in  Its  agreement  with  California, 
which  would  increase  the  charges  to  that 
customer.  Is  hereby  rejected. 

(B)  The  Secretary  shall  cause  prompt 
publication  of  this  order  In  the  Federal 
Register. 

By  the  Commission. 

[SEAL]  Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FB  Doc.76-14696  FUed  6-4-75;8:46  am] 


United  Oas  Pipe  Line  Co,  r.  Mobile  Oas 
Service  Corp,  860  UB.  832  (1966);  Federtd 
Pomer  OommisHon  v.  Sierra  Pacific  Power 
Co,,  860  UB.  848  (1966). 


[Docket  No.  RI7&-40] 

MOBIL  OIL  CORP. 

Order 

May  30,  1975. 

On  February  28,  1975,  we  Issued  an 
order  setting  the  captioned  proceeding 
for  hearing  to  determine  the  Just  and 
reasonable  rate  that  Mobil  should  be 
allowed  to  collect  for  its  working  inter¬ 
est  in  natural  gas  produced  from  the 
Livingston  Gas  Unit  No.  1820  and  the 
Texaco-Klncheloe  No.  1  Unit  located 
in  Hamilton  County,  Kansas,  and  sold  to 
Kansas-Nebraska  Gas  Company,  Inc. 
(Kansas-Nebraska) .'  In  an  order  issued 
April  1,  1975,  we  rejected  Mobil’s  con¬ 
tention  that  it  should  be  granted  the 
same  relief  as  LVO  Corporation  in  Docket 
No.  CI74-19  and  we  therefore  denied  re¬ 
consideration  of  our  February  28,  1975 
order  in  the  captioned  docket. 

On  April  14  and  15,  1975,  the  Com¬ 
mission  Staff  conducted  an  extensive  field 
audit  of  Mobil’s  books  and  records  at  its 
offices  in  Oklahoma  City,  Oklahoma. 
Representatives  of  Mobil  and  Staff  then 
met  in  an  informal  conference  on  April 
28,  1975,  to  discuss  the  possibility  of  a 
settlement  in  this  proceeding. 

As  a  result  of  these  discussions,  Mobil 
filed  a  Settlement  Proposal  pursuant  to 
§  1.18  of  the  Commission’s  niles  of  prac¬ 
tice  and  procedure  on  May  9,  1975, 
which,  inter  alia,  provides  for  a  rate  of 
25.6  cents  per  Mcf  for  Its  Interest  in  the 
natural  gas  produced  from  the  afore¬ 
mentioned  gas  units.  While  Mobil  orig¬ 
inally  filed  for  relief  pursuant  to  Section 
2.76  of  the  Commission’s  Statements  of 
General  Policy  and  Interpretations,*  in 
its  Settlement  Proposal  it  now  seeks  spe¬ 
cial  relief  pursuant  to  the  provisions  of 
Opinion  No.  587.*  On  May  15,  1975,  Staff 
filed  a  Statement  In  Support  Of  l^ttle- 
ment  Proposal  in  Docket  No.  RI75-40 
which  included  a  unit  cost  of  gas  study 
for  the  units  in  question  that  indicates 
that  a  rate  of  25.6  cents  per  Mcf  at  14.65 
psia  is  Justified  herein. 

Notice  of  Mobil’s  Settlement  Proposal 
was  issued  on  May  15, 1975,  and  appeared 
in  the  Federal  Register  on  May  22, 1975 
at  40  FR  22314.  The  period  for  flUng 
comments  expired  on  May  28,  1975. 

We  find  that  good  cause  exists  to  accept 
Mobil’s  settlement  proposal,  grant  the 
relief  therein  requested,  cancel  the  hear¬ 
ing  set  in  Docket  No.  RI75-40.  and  termi¬ 
nate  the  proceedings. 


*MobU  filed  an  amendment  dated  July 
31,  1974,  to  Its  AprU  1,  1963,  base  contract 
with  Kansas-Nebraska,  which  was  desig¬ 
nated  as  Sui^lement  No.  8  to  Its  FPC  Oas 
Rate  Schedule  No.  340.  ’The  price  provision 
therein  allowed  MobU  to  collect  the  36  cents 
per  Mcf  rate  sought  In  its  original  petition 
for  special  relief  filed  In  Docket  No.  BI76-40 
on  S^tember  30,  1974. 

*  Order  Promulgating  Policy  With  Respect 
To  Sales  Where  Reduced  Pressures,  Need  For 
Reconditioning,  Deeper  Drilling,  Or  Other 
Factors  Make  Further  Production  Uneco¬ 
nomical  At  Existing  Prices,  Order  No.  481, 
Docket  B-468,  49  FJP.C.  992  (Issued  AprU  12. 
1973),  18  CFR  2.76  (1974). 

■Area  Rate  Proceeding,  et  al.,  Hugoton- 
Anadarko  Area,  Docket  No.  AR64-1,  et  oL, 
44  FPC  761  (1970). 


The  Commission  orders:  (4)  The 
“Settement  Proposal”  submitted  to  the 
Commission  by  Mobil  on  May  9,  1975,  in 
Docket  No.  RI75-40  is  hereby  approved. 

(B)  Mobil  is  allowed  to  collect  25.6 
cents  per  Mcf  at  14.65  psia  for  its  in¬ 
terest  in  sales  of  natural  gas  to  Kansas- 
Nebraska  from  the  Livingston  Gaa  Unit 
No.  1820  and  the  Texaco-Kincheloe  Unit 
No.  1.  located  in  Hamilton  County, 
Kansas. 

(C)  Within  thirty  days  of  the  date  of 
issuance  of  this  order,  Mobil  shall  file  a 
notice  of  change  in  rate  to  25.6  cents  per 
Mcf  for  the  subject  sales  in  accordance 
with  Part  154  of  the  Commission’s 
regulations. 

(D)  Upon  notification  by  the  Secre¬ 
tary  of  the  Commission  that  the  terms 
and  conditions  of  this  order  have  been 
complied  with,  the  rate  of  25.6  cents  per 
Mcf  specified  in  Ordering  Paragraph  (B) 
above,  will  become  effective  as  of  the 
date  of  issuance  of  this  order. 

(E)  The  hearing  set  for  June  2,  1975, 
in  Docket  No.  RI75-40  is  canceled  and 
the  proceeding  in  Docket  No.  RI75-40  is 
terminated. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary, 

[FR  Doc.75-14697  FUed  6-4-75;8:46  am] 


[Docket  No.  CP73-289) 

NATURAL  GAS  PIPELINE  COMPANY  OF 
AMERICA 

Petition  To  Amend 

May  29,  1975. 

Take  notice  that  on  May  12,  1975, 
Natural  Oas  Pipeline  Company  of 
America  (Petitioner) ,  122  South  Michi¬ 
gan  Avenue,  Chicago,  Illinois  60603,  filed 
in  Docket  No.  CP73-289  a  petition  to 
amend  the  order  of  the  Commission  is¬ 
sued  on  December  10,  1973  (50  FPC 
1850),  pursuant  to  section  7(c)  of  the 
Natural  Gas  Act  in  said  docket  by  au¬ 
thorizing  the  operation  of  an  additional 
exchange  point  between  Petitioner  and 
Texas  Eastern  Transmission  Company 
(Texas  Eastern)  under  an  amendment  to 
the  gas  exchange  agreement  of  Novem¬ 
ber  17,  1972,  all  as  more  fully  set 
forth  in  the  petition  which  is  on  file 
with  the  Commission  and  open  for  public 
inspection. 

’The  petition  states  that  Petitioner 
would  deliver  up  to  15,000  Mcf  of  gas 
per  day  from  the  Big  Mama  Field  Area, 
in  Polk  and  ’Trinity  Counties,  Texas, 
purchased  from  its  subsidiary,  NAPECO, 
Inc.,  to  Texas  Eastern  at  the  proposed 
exchange  point  in  Polk  County,  Texas, 
consisting  of  a  tap  connection.  Petitioner 
would  accept  redeliveiy  at  an  existing 
Interconnection  in  Brazoria  Coimty, 
Texas,  from  Texas  Eastern. 

’The  petition  states  that  Petitioner’s 
nearest  existing  gas  facility  is  approxi¬ 
mately  9^  miles  from  the  area  of  gas 
production  in  the  Big  Mama  Field, 
whereas  Texas  Eastern’s  nearest  existing 
facility  is  aivroxlmately  2  miles  from 
the  gas  production  area.  Petitioner 
further  states  that  the  proposed 
change  will  i^rovlde  additional  gas  re- 
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serves  for  Petitioner.  Petitioner  does  not 
request  authorization  for  the  construc¬ 
tion  of  additional  facilities  but  states 
that  the  necessary  facilities  would  be 
constructed  pursuant  to  authorization 
in  Docket  No.  CP75-161.  Petitioner 
further  states  that  no  monetary  com¬ 
pensation  is  provided  for  in  sadd  ex¬ 
change  agreement,  and  that  this  is  a 
straight  gas-for-gas  exchange. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  protest  with  reference  to  said 
applicaticm  should  on  or  before  June  23, 
1975,  file  with  the  Federal  Power  Com¬ 
mission,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  a  pe¬ 
tition  to  intervene  or  a  protest  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  requirements  of  the 
Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and  pro¬ 
cedure  (18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10)  and  the  reg¬ 
ulations  under  the  Natural  Gas  Act  (18 
CFR  157.10).  All  protests  filed  with  the 
Commission  will  be  ccmsidered  by  it  in 
determining  the  appropriate  action  to  be 
taken  but  will  not  serve  to  make  the  Pro¬ 
testants  p>arties  to  the  proceeding.  Any 
person  wishing  to  become  a  party  to  a 
proceeding  or  to  participate  as  a  party 
in  any  hearing  therein  must  file  a  jieti- 
tion  to  intervene  in  accordance  with  the 
Commission’s  rules. 

Take  further  notice  that,  pursuant  to 
the  authority  contained  in  and  subject 
to  the  jinisdiction  conferred  upon  the 
Federal  Power  Cc«nmission  by  sections 
7  and  15  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  and  the 
Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and  pro¬ 
cedure,  a  hearing  will  be  held  without 
further  notice  before  the  Commission  on 
this  application  if  no  petition  to  inter¬ 
vene  is  filed  within  the  time  required 
herein,  if  the  Commission  on  its  own  re¬ 
view  of  the  matter  finds  that  a  grant  of 
the  certificate  is  required  by  the  public 
convenience  and  necessity.  If  a  petition 
for  leave  to  intervene  Is  timely  filed,  or 
if  the  CommissicHi  on  its  own  motion 
believes  that  a  formal  hearing  is  re¬ 
quired,  further  notice  of  such  hearing 
will  be  didy  given. 

Under  the  procedure  herein  provided 
for,  unless  otherwise  advised,  it  will  be 
unnecessary  for  Applicant  to  appear  or 
be  represented  at  the  hearing. 

Kinneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.75-14698  Piled  6-4-75;8:45  am] 


(Docket  Nos.  RP71-125;  RP74-96:  PGA75-10] 

NATURAL  GAS  PIPELINE  COMPANY  OF 
AMERICA 

Order  Accepting  for  Filing  and  Suspending 
Proposed  PGA  Rate  Increase 

Mat  30.  1975. 

On  April  16, 1975,  as  amended  by  filing 
of  April  21,  1975,  Natural  Gas  Pipeline 
Company  of  America  (Natural)  tendered 
for  filing  a  purchase  gas  cost  adjustment 
increase^  of  0.94^  per  Mcf  to  track  in¬ 
creases  in  producer  supplier  purchase  gas 
costs  and  a  revised  surcharge  of  1.04<  per 


a  Twenty-Third  Revlaed  Sheet  No.  6  to 
Om  Tariff,  Third  Revised  Volume  No.  1. 


Mcf  to  amortize  the  balance  in  the  de¬ 
ferred  purchased  gas  accounts.  Natural 
proposes  to  make  the  increase  effective 
June  1.  1975. 

Natural’s  filing  was  noticed  oa  April  22, 
1975,  with  protests,  comments,  or  peti¬ 
tions  to  intervene  due  on  or  before  May  8, 
1975.  On  May  5,  1975,  the  Iowa  State 
(Commerce  Commission  filed  a  notice  of 
interval  tion. 

Our  review  of  Natural’s  proposed  PGA 
rate  increase  indicates  that  it  is  based 
in  part  upon  small  independent  producer 
and  emergency  purchases  at  a  rate  In 
excess  of  the  rate  levels  established  by 
Opinion  No.  699-H.*  Therefore,  the  pro¬ 
posed  rates  have  not  been  shown  to  be 
just  and  reasonable  and  may  be  unjust, 
unreasonable,  tmduly  discriminatory  or 
otherwise  unlawful.  Accordingly,  we  shall 
accept  Natural’s  April  16,  1975  filing  as 
amended  on  April  21,  1975,  and  suspend 
it  for  one  day  to  become  effective  June  2, 
1975,  subject  to  refund. 

With  regard  to  the  question  of  small 
producer  purchases,  we  note  that  the 
Supreme  Court  has  recently  remanded 
the  small  independent  producer  rule- 
making  in  order  for  the  Commission  to 
enunciate  the  standards  in  determining 
the  justness  and  reasonableness  for  small 
producer  purchases.*  As  to  the  emergency 
purchases,  we  note  that  the  U.S.  Circuit 
Court  of  Appeals  for  the  D.C.  Circuit  has 
recently  set  aside  order  No.  491,  et  al.* 
holding  that  the  Commission  exceeded  its 
authority  under  the  Natural  Gas  Act.* 

Further  review  of  Natural’s  April  16, 
1975  filing  as  amended  April  21,  1975, 
indicates  that  the  claimed  increased  costs 
other  than  those  increased  costs  asso¬ 
ciated  with  that  portion  of  the  small  pro¬ 
ducer  and  emergency  purchases  in  excess 
of  the  rate  levels  prescribed  in  Opinion 
No.  699-H  are  fully  justified  and  comply 
with  the  standards  set  forth  ^in  Docket 
No.  Rr-406.  Accordingly,  Natural  may  file 
a  substitute  sheet  to  become  effective 
June  1,  1975,  reflecting  increased  costs 
other  than  those  increased  costs  asso¬ 
ciated  with  that  portion  of  small  pro¬ 
ducer  and  emergency  purchases  in  ex¬ 
cess  of  the  rate  levels  prescribed  in 
Opinion  No.  699-H. 

The  Commission  finds:  (1)  It  is  neces¬ 
sary  and  appropriate  in  the  public  in¬ 
terest  and  to  aid  in  the  enforcement  of 
the  Natural  Gas  Act  that  the  proposed 
filing  submitted  by  Natural  on  Ap^  16, 
1975  as  amended  on  April  21,  1975,  be 
accepted  for  filing,  suspended  and  per¬ 
mitted  to  become  effective  June  2,  1975, 
subject  to  refund  pending  further  Com¬ 
mission  order  in  this  docket. 

(2)  The  claimed  increased  costs  other 
than  those  increased  costs  associated  with 
that  portion  of  emergency  and  small  pro¬ 
ducer  pmchases  in  excess  of  the  rate 


•Docket  No.  R-389-B,  Issued  June  21, 1974. 
*FJ>.C.  V.  Texaco,  Inc.,  417  XJ.S.  380  (1974). 
•Order  No.  491,  60  PPC  742  (1973);  Order 
No.  491-A,  50  PPC  848  (1973) ;  Order  No.  491- 
B,  60  PPC  1463  (1973);  Order  No.  491-C.  60 
PPC  1634  (1973). 

•  Consumer  Federation  of  America,  et  al.  v. 
PP.C.,  (D.C.  Clr.,  Docket  No.  73-2009,  Issued 
March  13, 1975). 


levels  prescribed  in  Opinion  No.  699-H 
liave  been  reviewed  and  found  fully  justi¬ 
fied  and  in  compliance  with  the  stand¬ 
ards  set  forth  in  Docket  No.  R-406. 

(3)  It  is  necessary  and  appropriate  in 
the  public  interest  and  to  aid  in  the 
enforcement  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  that 
the  base  rates  included  in  Natural’s  April 
16,  1975  filing,  as  amended  on  April  21, 
1975,  should  remain  subject  to  refund  in 
Docket  No.  RP74-96. 

(4)  It  is  necessary  and  appropriate  in 
the  public  interest  and  to  aid  in  the  en¬ 
forcement  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  that 
Natural  be  permitted  to  file  a  revised 
tariff  sheet  to  become  effective  Jime  1, 
1975,  reflecting  increased  costs  other  than 
those  increased  costs  associated  with  that 
portion  of  small  producer  and  emergency 
purchases  in  excess  of  the  rate  levels 
prescribed  in  Opinion  No.  699-H. 

The  Commission  orders:  (A)  Natural’s 
proposed  PGA  Increase  submitted  on 
April  16,  1975,  as  amended  on  April  21, 
1975,  is  hereby  accepted  for  filing,  sus¬ 
pended,  and  permitted  to  become  effec¬ 
tive,  subject  to  refund,  on  June  2,  1975, 
pending  further  Commission  order  in  this 
docket. 

(B)  The  claimed  increased  costs  other 
than  those  increased  costs  associated 
with  that  portion  of  emergency  and  small 
producer  purchases  in  excess  of  the  rate 
levels  prescribed  in  Opinion  No.  699-H 
are  hereby  approved. 

(C)  The  base  rates  Included  in  Nat¬ 
ural’s  April  16, 1975  filing,  as  amended  on 
April  21,  1975,  are  subject  to  refund  in 
Docket  No.  RP74-96. 

(D)  Natural  may  file  within  twenty 
days  of  the  issuance  of  this  order,  a  re¬ 
vised  tariff  sheet  to  become  effective 
Jime  1,  1975,  reflecting  increased  costs 
other  than  those  increased  costs  asso¬ 
ciated  with  that  portion  of  small  pro¬ 
ducer  and  emergency  purchases  in  excess 
of  the  rate  levels  prescribed  in  Opinion 
No.  699-H. 

(E)  The  Secretary  shall  cause  prompt 
publication  of  this  order  in  the  Federal 
Register. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

(PR  Doc.75-14699  PUed  6-4-75:8:45  am] 


[Docket  No.  E-9306] 

NEVADA  POWER  CO. 

Order 

May  30,  1975. 

On  March  3, 1975,  Nevada  Power  Com¬ 
pany  (Nevada)  tendered  for  filing  a  no¬ 
tice  of  cancelation  of  wholesale  service  * 
to  California-Pacific  Utilities  Company 
(Cal-Pac)  at  Henderson,  Nevada,  to  be¬ 
come  effective  as  of  June  1,  1975.  In  its 
notice  of  cancellation,  Nevada  stated 
that  the  reason  for  termination  is  its  in¬ 
ability  to  attract  capital  to  support  its 
sales  to  Cal-Pac  at  Henderson.  Included 


•  Nevada  power  service  Is  rendered  pursu¬ 
ant  to  PPC  Rate  Schediile  No.  2,  Supplement 
No.  8.  Nevada  proposes  to  cancel  PPC  No.  2. 
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In  this  filing  was  a  copy  of  a  letter  dated 
May  24, 1974,  to  Cal-Pac  giving  notice  of 
Nevada’s  intention  to  cancel  service  as  of 
June  1,  1975,  pursuant  to  the  notice  re¬ 
quirements  contained  in  the  contract  be¬ 
tween  the  parties. 

Notice  of  the  March  3,  1975,  filing  was 
issued  on  March  18, 1975,  with  comments, 
protests,  or  p>etltions  to  intervene  due  on 
or  before  May  1, 1975.  Subsequently,  Cal- 
Pac  filed  a  motion  to  intervene  within  the 
prescribed  period.  Cal-Psw;  resisted  the 
notice  of  cancellation  of  service  at  Hen¬ 
derson,  Nevada  and  moved  that  Nevada's 
tendered  filing  of  March  18,  1975,  be  re¬ 
jected  for  not  conforming  with  the  terms 
of  §  35.15  of  the  Commission’s  regula¬ 
tions  under  the  Fedenil  Power  Act.  Cal- 
Pac  contends  the  above-mentioned  sec¬ 
tion  relates  to  the  cancellation  of  a  rate 
schedule  that  has  not  been  or  is  not 
to  be  replaced,  but  that  Nevada’s  service 
will  be  continued  pursuant  to  superseding 
rate  schedules  filed  with  the  Commission 
in  Docket  Nos.  E-8721  and  E-9104,  which 
by  their  terms  provide  for  the  continua¬ 
tion  of  service  beyond  May  31,  1975,  the 
tormination  date  of  the  contract. 

Cal-Pac  also  contends  that  Nevada  has 
a  continuing  obligation  to  render  service 
consistent  with  the  contract  terms  and 
that  should  Nevada  desire  to  terminate 
service,  it  must  demonstrate  that  the 
public  interest  wiU  be  promoted,  which 
It  has  failed  to  do. 

Nevada  Power  Company  subsequently 
filed  on  May  9,  1975,  an  answer  opposing 
Cal-Pac’s  motion  to  strike  their  tendered 
notice  of  cancellation.  Nevada  responded 
tliat  it  has  not  obligated  itself  to  provide 
continuing  service;  but  rather,  has  filed 
only  •  superseding  rates  and  charges  in 
Docket  Nos.  E-8721  and  E-9104.  It  con¬ 
tends  that  those  rate  filings  do  not  serve 
to  replace  or  affect  the  terms  of  the 
contract  apart  from  the  rates  or  the  con¬ 
tractual  rights  regarding  cancellation. 
Instead,  Nevada  has  sought,  it  contends, 
only  to  collect  compensatory  rates  during 
that  period  when  the  contract  remained 
in  effect  and  prior  to  the  Intended  can¬ 
cellation.  Moreover,  Nevada  states  that 
no  extension  of  the  basic  contractual  pe¬ 
riod  was  effected  by  the  terms  of  new 
rate  schedules,  which  were  directed 
strictly  at  the  rates  and  charges. 

Cal-Pac’s  April  21,  1975,  motion  to 
strike  Nevada’s  tender  of  notice  of  pro¬ 
posed  cancellation  has  been  reviewed  and 
must  be  denied  insofar  as  it  urges  the 
Commission  to  reject  the  March  3,  1975, 
filing  of  Nevada.  Nevada  asserts  that  it 
does  Indeed  Intend  to  not  repl£w;e  the  cur¬ 
rent  effective  rate  schedule  when  the 
contract  expires;  and,  therefore,  it  satis¬ 
fies  the  terms  of  §  35.15,  wherein  it  is  re¬ 
quired  that  “no  new  rate  schedule  or  part 
thereof  is  to  be  filed  ...”  to  replace  the 
cancelled  or  terminated  instrument. 

However,  our  review  of  Nevada’s  notice 
of  cancellation  indicates  that  it  has  not 
been  shown  to  be  just  and  reasonable 
and  may  be  unjust,  unreasonable,  un¬ 
duly  discriminatory  or  otherwise  unlaw- 
fuL  Accordingly,  we  will  accept  for  filing 
and  suspend  the  operation  of  Nevada’s 
notice  of  cancellation  for  five  months 


and  defer  the  use  of  it  until  November  1, 
1975.  We  shall  also  order  a  hearing  to 
determine  whether  such  notice  of  term¬ 
ination  is  just  and  reasonable. 

The  Commission  finds:  (1)  It  is  neces¬ 
sary  and  proper  in  the  public  interest  and 
to  aid  in  the  enforcement  of  the  Federal 
Power  Act,  particularly  sections  205,  206, 
307,  308  and  309  thereof,  that  the  Com¬ 
mission  enter  upon  a  hearing  concerning 
the  lawfulness  of  Nevada’s  notice  of  can¬ 
cellation  referred  to  above. 

(2)  Good  cause  exists  to  deny  the 
April  21,  1975,  motion  of  Cal-Pac  to 
strike  or  reject  Nevada’s  notice  of  can¬ 
cellation. 

(3)  Good  cause  exists  to  accept  for 
filing  and  suspend  the  notice  of  term¬ 
ination  referred  to  above  for  five  months. 

(4)  ’The  disposition  of  proceeding 
should  be  expected  in  accordance  with 
the  procedures  set  forth  below. 

The  Commission  orders:  (A)  Pursuant 
to  the  Authority  of  the  Federal  Power 
Act,  particularly  sections  205,  206,  307, 
308  and  309,  the  Commission’s  rules  of 
practice  and  procedm-e,  and  the  regula¬ 
tion  imder  the  Federal  Power  Act  (18 
CFR  Chapter  I) ,  a  public  hearing  shall 
be  held  August  5,  1975,  at  10  a.m.,  in  a 
hearing  room  of  the  Federal  Power  Com¬ 
mission,  825  North  Capitol  Street,  NE, 
Washington,  D.C.  20426,  concerning  the 
lawfulness  of  Nevada’s  notice  of  cancel¬ 
lation  referred  to  above. 

(B)  Cal-Pac’s  April  21,  1975,  motion 
to  strike  or  reject  Uie  March  5,  1975,  fil¬ 
ing  of  notice  of  cancellation  by  Nevada 
is  hereby  denied. 

(C)  Nevada’s  notice  of  cancellation 
referred  to  above  is  hereby  accepted  for 
filing,  suspended  and  the  use  thereof  de¬ 
ferred  until  November  1, 1975, 

(D)  On  or  before  Jime  24,  1975,  Ne¬ 
vada  shall  serve  prepared  testimony  and 
exhibits  which  justify  its  notice  of  ter¬ 
mination.  On  or  before  July  15,  1975, 
Staff  and  other  Interested  parties  shall 
serve  their  testimony  and  exhibits  in  the 
matter.  On  or  before  July  28,  1975, 
Nevada  shall  serve  any  rebuttal  testi¬ 
mony  and  exhibits. 

(E)  A  Presiding  Administrative  Law 
Judge  to  be  designated  by  the  Chief  Ad¬ 
ministrative  Law  Judge  for  that  pur¬ 
pose  (See  Delegation  of  Authority,  18 
CFR  3.5(d) ),  shall  preside  at  the  hear¬ 
ing  in  this  proceeding,  shall  prescribe 
relevant  procedural  matters  not  herein 
provided,  and  shall  control  this  pro¬ 
ceeding  in  accordance  with  the  policies 
expressed  in  the  Commission’s  rules  of 
practice  and  procedure, 

(F)  Nothing  contained  herein  shall 
be  construed  as  limiting  the  rights  of 
parties  to  this  proceeding  regarding  the 
convening  of  conferences  or  offers  of 
settlement  pursuant  to  S  1.18  of  the 
Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and  pro¬ 
cedure. 

(G)  The  Secretary  shall  cause  prompt 
publication  of  this  order  in  the  Federal 
Register. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.75-14700  Piled  6-4-76;8:45  am] 


[Docket  Noa.  E-9140;  E-9136] 

NEW  ENGLAND  POWER  CO. 

Order 

May  30,  1975. 

On  November  29,  1974,  New  England 
Power  Company  (NEPCO)  filed  a  pro¬ 
posed  R-9  rate  increase  of  approximate¬ 
ly  $25  million  annually,  based  on  the 
year  1975.  By  order  issued  December  31, 
1974,  we  ordered  a  five  month  suspen¬ 
sion  of  the  proposed  Increase  and  set 
the  matter  for  hearing. 

On  May  1,  1975,  NEPCO  filed  for  a 
revision  of  their  proposed  R-9  tariff  rate 
design  to  accomodate  the  non-aflailated 
customers  of  NEPCO.  NEPCO  stated 
that  this  revised  R-9  rate  was  not  to  be 
construed  as  any  concession  that  the 
original  R-9  rate  design  was  improper 
or  undesirable  but  rather  as  a  conces¬ 
sion  to  the  wishes  of  their  non-affiUated 
customers.  A  comparison  of  the  pro 
forma  1974  revenues  under  the  proposed 
and  revised  R-9  rates  submitted  by 
NEPCO  shows  a  net  revenue  increase  of 
only  $664,325  out  of  $450,214,757  total 
revenues.  Yet  while  having  minimal 
effect  on  the  overall  revenue  increase, 
the  revised  rate  design  increases  the  en¬ 
ergy  charge  from  2.1  mills  to  6.1  mills/ 
Kwh,  and  decreases  the  proposed  de¬ 
mand  charge  from  $7.69  per  KW/month 
to  $5.72  KW/month. 

Notice  of  the  revised  R-9  tariff  was 
issued  on  May  14,  1975,  with  responses 
due  on  or  before  May  27,  1975.  No  re¬ 
sponses  were  received.  Our  review  of 
NEPCO’s  filing  indicates  that  good  cause 
exists,  pursuant  to  §  35.17  of  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  regulations,  to  accept  for  filing 
the  proposed  changes  in  NEPCO’s  sus¬ 
pended  R-9  rate. 

On  November  26,  1974,  NEPCO  sub¬ 
mitted  an  amendment  to  its  Integrated 
Facilities  agreement  with  Narragansett 
Electric  Company  (Narragansett)  pro¬ 
viding  for  the  credits  for  fossil  fuel  for 
generation  costs  to  be  billed  on  a  cur¬ 
rent-month  basis  instead  of  the  present 
one-month  lag  basis.  All  of  Narragan- 
sett’s  generation  and  transmission  facil¬ 
ities  are  integrated  with  NEPCO’s  sys¬ 
tem,  and  NEPCO  provides  full  service 
requirements  to  Narragansett  imder  its 
electric  tariff.  NEPCO  credits  Narragan¬ 
sett  monthly  with  the  fixed  charges  on 
Narragansett’s  generation  and  transmis¬ 
sion  facilities  plus  operating  costs. 

On  December  31,  1974,  we  issued  an 
order,  in  Docket  No.  E-9136,  suspending 
NEPCO’s  proposed  amendment  for  five 
months  and  consolidating  it  with  the 
proceedings  in  Docket  No.  E-9140. 

On  April  28,  1975,  NEPCO  submitted 
for  filing  a  supplemental  agreement  be¬ 
tween  it  and  Narragansett  providing  for 
the  recovery  of  fuel  costs  Narragansett 
would  otherwise  lose  in  switching  from 
a  one-month  lag  to  current-month  bill¬ 
ing.  The  proposed  agreement  was  re¬ 
quested  to  be  effective  on  June  1,  1975. 
Such  fuel  costs  lost,  or  “lag  revenues”, 
are  a  consequence  of  NEPCO’s  amend¬ 
ment  filed  November  26,  1974,  and  are 
estimated  by  NEPCO  to  be  the  difference 
between  Narragansett’s  August,  1967, 
fuel  cost  of  $472,025  and  its  May,  1975, 
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fuel  costs  of  $1,831,500,  or  a  $1,359,475 
difference.  This  is  proposed  to  be  recov¬ 
ered  over  a  two  month  period  beginning 
with  the  month  in  which  the  contract 
becomes  effective. 

Notice  of  the  supplemental  agreement 
with  Narragansett  was  Issued  on  May  8, 
1975,  with  responses  due  on  or  before 
May  21, 1975. 

On  May  21, 1975,  a  protest  and  petition 
to  intervene  was  jointly  filed  by  the 
NEPCO  Consumer  Rate  Committee,  25 
municipal  electric  plants,  the  Manches¬ 
ter  Electric  Company,  and  the  New 
Hampshire  Electric  Cooperative,  Inc.  The 
interveners  protest  the  proposed  contract 
between  NEPCO  and  Narragansett  filed 
by  NEPCO  on  April  28, 1975,  and  request 
that  the  agreement  suspended,  and 
the  matter  consolidated  with  the  dispo¬ 
sition  of  NEPCO’s  proposed  revision  of 
Rate  ^tr~9. 

The  interveners  state  that  the  agree¬ 
ment  could  increase  the  revenue  require¬ 
ments  of  NEPCO  by  an  amoimt  in  excess 
of  $1,000,000  which  would  directly  and 
substantially  affect  petitioners.  Inter¬ 
veners  state  that  said  agreement  will 
have  direct  impact  on  the  earnings  of 
NEPCO  under  its  R-9  rate  because  the 
lump  sum  pajmient  proposed  to  be  cred¬ 
ited  Narragansett  on  June  1, 1975,  will  be 
made  during  the  test  period  and  during 
the  effectiveness  of  that  rate. 

Our  review  of  the  proposed  Supple¬ 
mental  Facilities  agreement  indicates 
that  the  proposed  rates  have  not  been 
shown  to  be  just  and  reasonable  and  may 
be  vmjust,  unreasonable,  unduly  discrim¬ 
inatory  or  otherwise  unlawful.  We  shall, 
therefore,  accept  the  proposed  agreement 
for  filing,  suspend  its  effect  for  one  day, 
and  set  the  matter  for  hearing.  Further¬ 
more,  since  certain  issues  of  law  and  fact 
raised  in  NEPCO’s  proposed  agreement 
are  substantially  the  same  as  those  in 
Docket  Nos.  E-9136  and  E-9140,  it  is  ap¬ 
propriate  that  these  proceedings  be  con¬ 
solidated  for  purposes  of  hearing  and 
decision. 

The  Commission  finds:  (1)  Good  cause 
exists  to  grant  N^CO’s  request,  filed 
May  1, 1975,  to  amend  the  suspended  Rr-9 
rate. 

(2)  It  is  necessary  and  proper  in  the 
public  Interest  and  to  aid  in  the  enforce¬ 
ment  of  the  Federal  Power  Act  that  the 
Commission  enter  upon  a  hearing  con¬ 
cerning  the  lawfulness  of  the  rates  and 
charges  contained  in  NEPCO’s  proi}osed 
Supplemental  Facilities  agreement,  filed 
herein  on  April  28,  1975,  and  that  the 
proposed  agreement  be  suspended  as 
hereinafter  ordered. 

(3)  Good  cause  exists  for  consolida¬ 
tion  of  the  Investigation  of  NEPCO’s 
proposed  Supplemental  Facilities  agree¬ 
ment,  filed  April  28,  1975,  with  Docket 
Nos.  E-9140  and  E-9136. 

(4)  TTie  procedural  dates  established 
in  Docket  Nos.  E-9140  and  E-9136  shall 
be  the  procedural  dates  in  the  Instant 
filing. 

(5)  Participation  in  this  proceeding  of 
the  above-named  petitioners  to  inter¬ 
vene  may  be  in  the  public  Interest. 

The  Commission  orders:  (A)  NEPCO’s 
application  of  May  1, 1975,  for  a  revised 


R-9  tariff  rate  is  hereby  accepted  for 
filing  to  become  effective  June  1.  1975, 
the  end  of  the  original  suspension  period.' 

(B)  Pending  a  hearing  and  decision 
thereon,  NEPCO’s  application  for  its  pro¬ 
posed  agreement  with  Narragansett  to 
recover  lag  revenues,  is  hereby  sus¬ 
pended  for  one  day,  and  permitted  to 
become  effective  June  2,  1975,  subject  to 
refund. 

(C)  NEPCO’s  application  for  its  pro¬ 
posed  agreement  to  recover  lag  revenues, 
is  hereby  consolidated  in  the  related 
matter  of  Docket  Nos.  E-9140  and  E-9136 
with  procedural  dates  as  established 
therein  to  govern. 

(D)  The  above  mentioned  petitioners 
are  hereby  permitted  to  intervene  in  this 
proceeding,  subject  to  the  rules  and  reg¬ 
ulations  of  the  Commission;  Provided, 
however.  That  the  participation  of  such 
intervenors  shall  be  limited  to  matters 
affecting  the  rights  and  interests  spe¬ 
cifically  set  forth  in  the  petition  to  in¬ 
tervene. 

(E)  The  Secretary  shall  cause  prompt 
publication  of  this  order  in  the  Federal 
Register. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Kenneth  F.  Plumb. 

Secretary. 

IFR  Doc.75-14701  Piled  6-4-75:8:45  am] 


[Docket  No.  E-7777:  Phase  nj 

PACIFIC  GAS  AND  ELECTRIC  CO. 
Further  Extension  of  Procedural  Dates 
May  29,  1975. 

On  April  21,  1975,  the  Cities  of  Ala¬ 
meda,  Healdsburg,  I^i,  Lompoc,  Santa 
Clara,  and  Ukiah,  California  (Cities) 
filed  a  motion  to  extend  the  procedural 
dates  fixed  by  order  Issued  March  14, 
1974,  as  most  recently  modified  by  notice 
issued  March  25,  1975,  in  the  above- 
designated  matter.  TTie  motion  states 
that  the  parties  have  been  notified  and 
have  no  Objection. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  tliat  the  proce¬ 
dural  dates  in  the  above  matter  are  mod¬ 
ified  as  follows; 

Service  of  Cities  &  Northern  California  Power 
Agency.  Testimony,  July  29,  1976. 

Service  of  Company,  Rebuttal,  September  30, 
1975. 

Rearing,  October  14,  1976  (10  a.m.  e.d.t.). 

By  direction  of  the  Commission. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.75-14702.  FUed  6-4-76:8:46  am] 


[Docket  No.  CI76-689] 

RHONDA  OPERATING  CO. 

Application 

May  29.  1975. 

Take  notice  that  (m  May  14,  1975, 
Rhonda  Operating  Company  (Appli¬ 
cant)  ,  Suite  140,  Central  Building,  Mid¬ 
land,  Texas  79701,  filed  in  Docket  No. 
CI75-689  an  c4>plication  pursuant  to  sec¬ 
tion  7(c)  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  for  a 
certificate  of  public  convenience  and 


necessity  authorizing  the  sale  of  natural 
gas  in  interstate  commerce  for  resale 
from  Applicant’s  Signal-State  29  Lease 
and  Slgmal-State  30  Lease,  Tobac  Field, 
Chaves  County,  New  Mexico,  to  Cities 
Service  Oil  Company  (Cities  Service) ,  all 
as  more  fully  set  forth  in  the  application 
which  is  on  file  with  the  Commission  and 
open  to  public  convenience. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  protest  with  reference  to  said 
application  should  on  or  before  June  23. 
1975,  file  with  the  Federal  Power  Com¬ 
mission,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  a  peti¬ 
tion  to  intervene  or  a  protest  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  requirements  of  the 
Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and  pro¬ 
cedure  (18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10).  All  protests 
filed  with  the  Commission  will  be  con¬ 
sidered  by  it  in  determining  the  appro¬ 
priate  action  to  be  taken  but  will  not 
serve  to  make  the  protestants  parties  to 
the  proceeding.  Any  person  wishing  to 
become  a  party  to  a  proceeding  or  to 
participate  as  a  party  in  any  hearing 
therein  must  file  a  petition  to  intervene 
in  accordance  with  the  Commission’s 
rules. 

Take  further  notice  that,  pursuant  to 
the  authority  contained  in  and  subject  to 
the  jinisdiction  conferred  upon  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Power  Commission  by  sections  7  and 
15  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  and  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  rules  of  practice  and  procedure, 
a  hearing  will  be  held  without  further 
notice  before  the  Commission  on  this 
application  if  no  petition  to  Intervene  is 
filed  within  the  time  required  herein, 
if  the  Commission  on  its  own  review  of 
the  matter  finds  that  a  grant  of  the 
certificate  is  required  by  the  public  con¬ 
venience  and  necessity.  If  a  petition  for 
leave  to  Intervene  is  timely  filed,  or  if 
the  Commission  on  its  own  motion  be¬ 
lieves  that  a  formal  hearing  is  required, 
fmther  notice  of  such  hearing  will  be 
duly  given. 

Under  the  procedure  herein  provided 
for,  unless  otherwise  advised,  it  will  be 
unnecessary  for  Applicant  to  appear  or 
be  represented  at  the  hearing. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.76-14703  Filed  6-4-76:8:46  am] 


(Docket  No.  C876-469,  etc.] 

“SMALL  PRODUCER”  CERTIFICATES' 
Applications 

May  30.  1975. 

Take  notice  that  each  of  the  Appli¬ 
cants  listed  herein  has  filed  an  applica¬ 
tion  pursuant  to  section  7(c)  of  the  Nat¬ 
ural  Gas  Act  and  S  157.40  of  the  regu¬ 
lations  thereimder  for  a  “small  pro¬ 
ducer”  certificate  of  public  convenience 
and  necessity  authorizing  the  sale  for 
resale  and  delivery  of  natural  gas  in 
Interstate  commerce,  all  as  more  fully 
set  forth  in  the  applications  which  are  (HX 
on  file  with  the  Ccxnmlssion  and  open  to 
public  Inspection. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  protest  with  reference  to  said 
applications  should  on  or  before  Juv 
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26,  1975,  file  with  the  Federal  Power 
Commission,  Washington,  D.C.  20426, 
petitions  to  intervene  or  protests  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  requirements  of  the 
Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and  pro¬ 
cedure  (18  CPR  1.8  or  1.10).  All  protests 
filed  with  the  Commission  will  be  con¬ 
sidered  by  it  in  determining  the  appro¬ 
priate  action  to  be  taken  but  will  not 
serve  to  make  the  protestants  parties  to 
the  proceeding.  Persons  wishing  to  be¬ 
come  parties  to  a  proceeding  or  to  par¬ 
ticipate  as  a  party  in  any  hearing  therein 
must  file  petitions  to  Intervene  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  Commission’s  rules. 

Take  further  notice  that,  pursuant  to 
the  authority  contained  In  and  subject 
to  the  jurisdiction  conferred  upwn  the 
Federal  Power  Commission  by  sections 
7  and  15  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  and  the 
Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and  pro- 
cediu*e,  a  hearing  will  be  held  without 
further  notice  before  the  Commission  on 
all  applications  in  which  no  petition  to 
intervene  is  filed  within  the  time  required 
herein  if  the  Commission  on  its  own  re¬ 
view  of  the  matter  believes  that  a  grant 
of  the  certificates  is  required  by  the  pub¬ 
lic  convenience  and  necessity.  Where  a 
petition  for  leave  to  inteiwene  is  timely 
filed,  or  where  the  Commission  on  its 
own  motion  believes  that  a  formal  hear¬ 
ing  is  required,  further  notice  of  such 
hearing  will  be  duly  given. 

Under  the  procedure  herein  provided 
for,  unless  oUierwise  advised,  it  will  be 
imnecessary  for  Applicants  to  appear  or 
be  represented  at  the  hearing. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

^Thls  notice  does  not  provide  for  consoli¬ 
dation  for  hearing  of  the  several  matters 
covered  herein. 


Dockrt  Pate  filed  Applicant 

No. 


C87S-469..  May  2,1975  MK  Oil  and  Oa-?,  Inc..  ffWO 
Dresser  Towers,  Houston, 
Tex.  77002. 

CS75-470..  May  6,1975  Texas  Oil  A  Oas  Corp.,  et  al., 
2700  Fidelity  Union 
Tower,  Dallas,  Tex.  75201. 

CS75-471..  May  8,1975  American  Petro-Nuclear 
Corp.,  et  al.,  715  Alamo 
National  Bid);.,  Ban 
Antonio,  Tex.  78205. 

CS75-472..  May  9,1975  MDR,  Inc..  4520  East 
Oill^rt,  Wlcliita,  Kans. 
67218. 

C875-473 . do . Clovelly  Oil  Co.,  Inc.,  Suite 

1620, 22b  Baronne  St.,  New 
Orleans,  La.  70112. 

CS75-474..  May  6,1975  Edna  Lou  Robinson,  et  al., 
6705  East  Ridfce  Dr., 
Shreveport,  La.  71106. 

CS75-475. _ do .  William  Scully,  P.O.  Box 

489,  Beatrice,  Nebr.  68310. 

C876-476 . do .  R.  R.  Herrell,  P.O.  Box 

1688,  Midland,  Tex.  79701. 

CS75-477..  May  8,1975  Lawrence  Earl  WiLsey,  619 
Cravens  Bld^.,  Oklahoma 
City,  Okla.  73102. 

C875-478..  May  9,1975  Thomas  Petroleum,  P.O. 

Box  293,  Boulder,  Colo. 
80302. 

CS75-479 . do .  CanDel  Oil  (U.S.)  Inc., 

330-5  Avenue  8W.,  Cal¬ 
gary,  Alberta,  Canada  T2P 
0L4. 

CS75-480,.  May  12,1975  H.  Blume  Johnson,  P.O. 

Box  5549,  Bossier  City, 
La  71010. 

C875-481..  May  13,1975  Jim  Conine,  Inc.,  402  1st 
National  Bank  Bldg.,  Mid¬ 
land,  Tex.  79701. 

CS76-182..  May  14, 1975  Renaissance  Resources  Inc., 
Suite  203.  6707  Elbow 
Drive,  8W.,  Calgary, 
Alberta  T2V  0E5,  Canada 


Docket  Date  filed  Applicant 

No. 


CS75-483 . do . Uelbing  and  Podpechan, 

I’.O.  Box  540,  Claremore, 
OkU.  74017. 

C875-484 . do . Claro,  Inc.,  P.O.  Box  2411, 

Amarillo.  Tex.  79105. 

CS75-485..  May  1.5,1975  Domestic  Energy  Company, 
Inc.,  601  Denver  Club 
Bldg.,  Denver,  Colo.  80202. 

CS75-486 . do . Win.  H.  Lambdin,  3315 

Northwest  6M  St.,  Okla¬ 
homa  City,  OkU.  73116. 

CS75-187 _ do . Richard  L.  Pickens,  8315 

Northwest  63d  St.,  OkU- 
huma  City,  OkU.  73116. 

CS75-4S8 . do . Paine,  Caviness  &  Hefner, 

P.O.  Box  1718,  CarUbad, 
N.  Mex.  88220. 

C875-4S9..  May  16,1975  R.  Clay  Underwood,  P.O. 

Box  296,  Liberal,  Kans. 
67901. 

CS75-490..  May  19,1975  St.  Joe  Petroleum  (U.S.) 

Corp.,  250  Park  Avc., 
New  York,  N.Y.  10017. 

CS75-491 . do . McDermott  i  Sons,  111  West 

Monroe  St.,  Chicago,  111. 
60603. 

CS75-492 . do . Charles  C.  I,oveless,  Jr., 

P.O.  Box  566,  Roswell, 
N.  Mex.  88201. 

C875-493 . do . W.  W.  Rucks,  HI,  P.O.  Box 

51.524,  OCS,  Lafayette,  La. 
70501. 

CS75-4m . do . CoUn  R.  McMilUn,  714 

Petroleum  Bldg.,  Roswell, 
N.  Mex.  88201. 

CS75-4‘.*5 . do . Burnell  H.  Richards,  P.O. 

Box  2403,  Orcutt,  Calif. 
93454. 

CS75-496..  May  20,1975  Davis  A  Prunty  Oas  Co., 
R.F.D.  No.  2,  UarrisviUe, 
W.  Va.  26362. 

CS75-497..  May  19,1975  Walter  B.  Sirera,  III,  P.O. 

Box  51524,  OCS,  LaUyette, 
La.  70501. 

CS75-498..  May  21,1975  Julian  Ard,  P.O.  Box  2361, 
Midland,  Tex.  79701. 

CS75-499..  May  22,1975  A.  A.  Seellgson,  Jr.,  1604 
NBC  Bldg.,  San  Antonio, 
Tex.  78205. 

CS75-500 . do . Oa.sanadarko,  Ltd.,  2601 

Northwest  Expressway, 
Suite  300,  OkUhoina  City, 
Okia.  73112. 


[FR  Doc.75-14711  Filed  6-4-75:8:45  am] 


[Docket  No.  E-94181 

SOUTH  CAROLINA  ELECTRIC  AND  GAS  CO. 

Order 

May  30,  1975. 

On  May  1,  1975,  South  Carolina  Elec¬ 
tric  and  Gas  Company  (SCE&G)  ten¬ 
dered  for  filing  a  revised  Rate  Schedule 
WR‘  increasing  the  rate  for  wholesale 
electric  service  to  three  municipalities, 
five  rural  electric  cooperatives,  and  one 
public  power  body.  The  proposed  revised 
Rate  Schedule  WR  would  provide  SCE&G 
an  increase  in  revenues  of  $586,797  based 
upon  the  twelve  months  endirig  May  31, 
1975. 

SCE&G  states  that  the  proposed  rate 
will  enable  the  Company  to  have  the 
opportunity  to  earn  from  this  service  a 
rate  of  return  more  nearly  appropriate 
to  that  required  to  attract  the  necessary 
amounts  of  capital  which  must  be  avail¬ 
able  to  SCE&G  if  it  is  to  continue  to 
provide  adequate  service  to  its  customers. 

An  examination  of  SCE&G’s  proposed 
rate  indicates  that  the  demand  charges 
are:  (1)  first  200  kW  of  billing  demand 
for  $1,024  and  (2)  exce.ss  over  200  kW  at 
$4.18  per  kW.  ’The  minimum  monthly 
charge  Is  $1,024.  Billing  demand  is  sub¬ 
ject  to  an  80%.  11  month  ratchet.  The 
discount  provision  for  service  supplied  at 
46  kV  or  higher  Is  250  per  kW  of  billing 


demand.  The  fuel  clause  conforms  to 
Commission  Order  No.  517,  Issued  No¬ 
vember  13,  1974;  and  It  has  a  base  of 
12.422  mills  per  kWh.  The  overall  rate 
of  return  sought  based  on  Period  n  Is  at 
least  9.70  percent. 

Notice  of  SCE&G’s  filing  was  issued  on 
May  12,  1975,  with  protests  and  petitions 
to  intervene  due  on  or  before  May  20, 
1975. 

Saluda  Electric  Cooperative,  Inc., 
Berkeley  Electric  Cooperative,  Inc.,  Little 
River  Electric  Cooperative,  Inc.,  and 
Broad  River  Electric  Cooperative,  Inc. 
(Co-ops)  filed  a  joint  Petition  For  Leave 
To  Intervene  and  For  Other  Relief.  The 
City  of  Orangeburg,  South  Carolina 
(Orangeburg)  filed  a  similar  petition. 
Both  petitions  were  filed  on  May  19. 1975. 

Both  petitions  have  raised  the  “price 
squeeze’’  issue  in  the  following  para¬ 
graph: 

5.  The  proposed  increased  rates  wUl  have 
the  effect  of  increasing  the  cost  of  electricity 
to  Co-ops  (or  Orangeburg)  above  the  level 
of  SCE&Q’s  retail  industrial  rate,  with  con¬ 
comitant  Injury  to  competition  at  the  retail 
level  and  grave  disadvantage  to  Co-ops  (or 
Orangeburg)  in  seeking  to  serve  large  retaU 
customers.  This  disparity  is  both  offensive 
to  the  antitrust  laws  and  policies  of  the 
United  States  and  unjust,  uiureasonable,  and 
unduly  discriminatory  within  the  meaning 
of  Sections  205  and  206  of  the  Federal  Power 
Act,  and  should  not  be  permitted. 

As  we  have  noted  in  the  past*  our 
jurisdiction  is  limited  to  setting  whole¬ 
sale  rates  which  must  be  designed  to  re¬ 
cover  fully  allocated  wholesale  costs.  To 
establish  wholesale  rates  upon  the  basis 
of  retail  rate  levels  would  constitute  the 
exercise  of  our  jurisdiction  on  the  basis 
of  events  and  regulatory  affairs  over 
which  we  have  no  control.  Retail  rates, 
and  the  accounting  and  ratemaking 
principles  underlying  such  are  under  the 
exclusive  jurisdiction  of  the  appropriate 
state  regulatory  agency.  The  Federal 
Power  Act  does  not  grant  us  authority 
to  fashion  relief  on  the  basis  of  retail 
rates.  Petitioners  would  have  us  investi¬ 
gate  and  remedy  differences  in  two 
rates,  both  of  which  are  subject  to  the 
jurisdiction  of  the  state  commission, 
while  neither  is  subject  to  this  Com¬ 
mission’s  jinisdiction.  For  these  reasons, 
the  participation  of  Co-ops  and  Orange-; 
burg  in  this  proceeding  shall  be  limited 
so  as  to  exclude  the  “price  squeeze’’  issue. 
We  note  further  that  on  April  4,  1975,  in 
an  unrelated  proceeding  the  United 
States  Court  of  Appeals  for  the  District 
of  Columbia  Circuit  in  Conway  Corp.  v. 

F.P.C.. _ F.2d _ (D.C.  Cir.  No.  73- 

2257) ,  reversed  a  Commission  disclaimer 
of  jurisdiction  over  alleged  wholesale- 
retail  customer  “price  squeeze’’  similar  to 
that  alleged  in  the  instant  proceeding.' 
However,  on  May  1,  1975,  that  Court 
stayed  the  mandate  in  that  decision  until 

^  Contained  in  Third  Substitute  Sheet  No. 

6  of  South  Carolina  Electric  amd  Oas  Com¬ 
pany’s  FFC  Electric  Tariff,  Original  Volum* 
No.  1. 

*  See  WiscoTiain  Tower  and  Light  Company, 
Docket  No.  E-9198,  Order  Issued  February  19, 
1975. 
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June  25,  1975,  upon  motion  of  this  Com¬ 
mission  to  allow  time  to  seek  certiorari. 
Consequently,  it  would  be  premature  at 
this  time  to  treat  Conway  as  final.* 

Our  review  indicates  that  the  proposed 
revised  Rate  Schedule  WR  has  not  been 
shown  to  be  Just  and  reasonable  and  may 
be  unjust,  unreasonable,  unduly  discrim¬ 
inatory,  preferential  or  otherwise  imlaw- 
ful.  Accordingly,  we  shall  suspend  the 
proposed  changes  for  the  full  statutory 
period  of  five  months  imtil  November  1, 
1975,  and  establish  procedures  and  pro¬ 
vide  for  a  hearing  to  determine  the  just¬ 
ness  and  reasonableness  of  the  proposed 
revised  Rate  Schedule  WR. 

The  Commission  finds:  (1)  It  is  neces¬ 
sary  and  proper  in  the  public  interest 
and  to  aid  in  the  enforcement  of  the 
Federal  Power  Act  that  the  Commission 
enter  upon  a  hearing  concerning  the  law¬ 
fulness  of  the  proposed  rate  contained  in 
SCE&G’s  rate  increase  application  filed 
on  May  1, 1975. 

(2)  Good  cause  exists  to  accept  for  fil¬ 
ing  and  to  suspend  SCE&G’s  proposed 
revised  tariff  sheet  for  five  months,  to 
become  effective  November  1,  1975,  sub¬ 
ject  to  refund. 

(3)  Good  cause  exists  to  allow  the  in¬ 
terventions  of  the  Co-ops  and  Orange¬ 
burg  as  hereinafter  limited. 

The  Commission  orders:  (A)  Pursuant 
to  the  authority  of  the  Federal  Power 
Act,  particularly  sections  205  and  206 
thereof,  the  Commission’s  rules  of  prac¬ 
tice  and  procediue,  and  the  regulations 
under  the  Federal  Power  Act  (18  CFR 
Chapter  I),  a  public  hearing  shall  be 
held  on  October  29,  1975,  at  10  a.m.,  in 
a  hearing  room  of  the  Federal  Power 
C(Hiunission,  825  North  Capitol  Street, 
NE,  Washinet;on,  D.C.  20426,  concerning 
the  lawfulness  of  the  rate  contained  In 
SiTE&G’s  rate  increase  application  filed 
May  1, 1975. 

(B)  On  or  before  September  5,  1975, 
the  Commission  Staff  shall  serve  its  pre¬ 
pared  testimony  and  exhibits.  Any  inter¬ 
vener  evidence  will  be  filed  on  or  before 
September  26,  1975.  Any  rebuttal  evi¬ 
dence  by  SCE&G  shall  be  served  on  or 
before  October  17, 1975. 

(C)  A  Presidiiig  Administrative  Law 
Judge  to  be  designated  by  the  Chief  Ad¬ 
ministrative  Law  Judge  for  that  purpose 
(See  Delegation  of  Authority,  18  CFR 
3.5(d) ) ,  shall  preside  at  the  hearing  in 
this  proceeding,  shall  prescribe  relevant 
procedural  matters  not  herein  provided, 
and  Shall  control  this  proceeding  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  policies  expressed  in 
the  Commission’s  liiles  of  practice  and 
procedure. 

(D)  Pending  a  hearing  and  a  decision 
therecm,  SCE&G’s  proposed  rate,  tend¬ 
ered  on  May  1,  1975,  is  accepted  for  fil¬ 
ing,  and  suspended  for  five  months,  the 
vise  thereof  deferred  until  November  1, 


*See  Public  Service  Company  of  Indiana. 
Docket  Noe.  E-8586  and  E-8687,  Order  Deny¬ 
ing  Reconsideration,  Issued  May  16,  1976, 
and  Virginia  Klectrie  and  Power  Company, 
Docket  No.  £-9147,  Order  Deferring  Action 
on  Petition  for  Reccmsideration,  Issued  May 
16, 1976. 


1975,  when  the  revised  rates  shall  become 
effective,  subject  to  refund. 

(E)  The  above  mentioned  petitioners 
are  hereby  permitted  to  intervene  in  this 
proceeding,  subject  to  the  rules  and  reg¬ 
ulations  of  the  Commission;  Provided, 
however.  That  the  participation  of  such 
interveners  shall  be  limited  to  matters 
affecting  the  rights  and  interests  spe¬ 
cifically  set  forth  in  their  respective  peti¬ 
tions  to  intervene  with  the  exception  of 
paragraph  nvunber  five;  and  Provided, 
further.  That  the  swimission  of  such  in¬ 
terveners  shall  not  be  construed  as  rec¬ 
ognition  that  they  or  any  of  them  might 
be  aggrieved  because  of  any  order  or  or¬ 
ders  issued  by  the  Commission  in  this 
proceeding. 

(F)  Nothing  contained  herein  shall  be 
construed  as  limiting  the  rights  of  par¬ 
ties  to  this  proceeding  regarding  the  con¬ 
vening  of  conferences  or  offers  of  settle¬ 
ment  pursuant  to  !  1.18  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  rules  of  practice  and  procedure. 

(G)  The  Secretary  shall  cause  prompt 
publication  of  this  order  in  the  Federal 
Register. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.75-14704  PUed  6-4-76;8:46  amj 

[Docket  No.  RP76-73J 

TEXAS  EASTERN  TRANSMISSION  CORP. 

Order  Granting  Untimely  Petitions  To 
Intervene 

May  29,  1975. 

On  March  14,  1975,  Texas  Eastern 
Transmission  Corporatiim  (Texas  East¬ 
ern)  tendered  for  filing  proposed  changes 
In  Its  FPC  Gas  Tariff  *  to  provide  for  a 
rate  increase  in  jurisdictional  revenues 
of  approximately  $103,200,000  annually. 

Public  notice  of  Texas  Eastern’s  filing 
was  issued  on  March  19, 1975,  with  com¬ 
ments,  protests,  and  petitions  to  inter¬ 
vene  due  on  or  before  April  2,  1975.  Un¬ 
timely  petitions  to  Intervene  were  re¬ 
ceived  from  the  following  parties: 

Illinois  Commerce  Commission 

Central  Hudson  (jas  &  Electric  (Corporation 

Public  Service  O>mmlssion  of  the  State  of 

New  York 

After  review  of  each  of  these  petitions 
to  intervene,  we  believe  that  p£u*ticipa- 
tion  in  this  proceeding  by  each  petitioner 
may  be  in  the  public  Interest.  Accord¬ 
ingly,  each  petition  shall  be  granted. 

The  Commission  finds:  Participatiem 
in  this  proceeding  of  the  above-named 
parties  may  be  in  the  public  interest. 

The  Commission  orders:  (A)  The 
above-named  parties  are  permitted  to 
intervaie  in  this  proceeding  subject  to 
the  rules  and  regulations  of  the  Ccmunls- 
slon  and  the  procedures  set  forth  in  the 
Commlssi<xi  order  of  April  30, 1975,  Pro- 


*  See  our  order  issued  April  80,  1976,  In  this 
docket  for  listing  of  tariff  sheets  affected  by 
the  March  14,  1976,  filing. 


vided,  however.  That  particlpaticai  of 
said  intervenors  shall  be  limited  to  mat¬ 
ters  affecting  asserted  rights  and  inter¬ 
ests  specifically  set  forth  in  their  peti¬ 
tions  to  intervene,  and  Provided,  further. 
The  admission  of  said  intervenors  shall 
not  be  construed  as  recognition  by  the 
Commissiem  that  they  might  be  aggrieved 
by  any  order  or  orders  entered  in  this 
proceeding. 

(B)  The  interventions  granted  herein 
shall  not  be  the  basis  for  delaying  or  de¬ 
ferring  any  procedural  schedules  here¬ 
tofore  established  for  the  orderly  and  ex¬ 
peditious  disposition  of  this  prex^eeding. 

(C)  The  Secretary  shall  cause  prompt 
publication  of  this  order  in  the  Federal 
Register. 

By  the  Commission. 

[SEAL]  Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[PR  Doc.76-14705  PUed  6-4-75;8:46  amJ 


[Docket  No.  RI76-140] 

TEXAS  PACIFIC  OIL  COMPANY,  INC. 

Order 

May  29, 1975. 

Respondent  has  filed  a  proposed 
change  in  rate  and  charge  for  the  Juris¬ 
dictional  sale  of  natural  gas,  as  set  forth 
in  Appendix  A  hereof. 

The  proposed  changed  rate  and  charge 
may  be  unjust,  unreasonable,  unduly 
discriminatory,  or  preferential,  or  other¬ 
wise  unlawful. 

The  Commission  finds:  It  Is  in  the 
public  interest  and  consistent  with  the 
Natural  Gas  Act  that  the  Commission 
enter  upon  a  hearing  regarding  the 
lawfulness  of  the  proposed  change,  and 
that  the  supplement  herein  be  su^iended 
and  its  use  be  deferred  as  ordered  below. 

The  Commission  orders:  (A)  Under 
the  Natural  Gas  Act,  particularly  sec¬ 
tions  4  and  15,  the  regiilations  pertaining 
thereto  [18  CFR,  Chapter  11,  and  the 
Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and  pro¬ 
cedure,  a  public  hearing  shall  be  held 
concerning  the  lawfulness  of  the  pro¬ 
posed  change. 

(B)  Pending  hearing  and  decision 
thereon,  the  rate  supplement  herein  is 
suspended  and  its  use  deferred  until  date 
shown  in  the  “Date  Suspended  Until’’ 
column.  This  supplement  shall  become 
effective,  subject  to  refimd,  as  of  the 
expiration  of  the  suspension  period  witJh- 
out  any  further  action  by  the  Respond¬ 
ent  or  by  the  Commission.  Respondent 
shall  comply  with  the  refunding  proce¬ 
dure  required  by  the  Natural  Gas  Act 
and  §  154.102  of  the  regulations  there¬ 
under. 

(C)  Unless  otherwise  ordered  by  the 
Commission,  neither  the  suspended  sup¬ 
plement,  nor  the  rate  schedule  sought  to 
be  altered,  shall  be  changed  tmtil  dis¬ 
position  of  this  proceeding  or  expiration 
of  the  suspension  period,  whichever  Is 
earlier. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 
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Appendix  A 


Docket 

No. 

Rate 

Respondent  sched¬ 

ule 
No. 

Sup¬ 

ple¬ 

ment 

No. 

Purchaser  and  producing  area 

Amount 

of 

annual 

increase 

Date 

fliing 

tendered 

Effective 

date 

unless 

suspended. 

Date 

Cents  per  McI* 

Rate  in 
effect  sub¬ 
ject  to 
relund  in 
docket 
No. 

until— 

Rate  in 
effect 

Proposed 

Increased 

rate* 

RI75-140.. 

Texas  Pacific  Oil  Co.,  Inc...  65 

11 

El  Paso  Natural  Qas  Co.  (Texas) 
(Permian  Basin). 

$6,088 

5-1-75 

11-1-75 

47.2301 

48.3053 

RI75-80J 

‘Unless  otherwise  stated,  the  pressure  base  is  14.05  lb/ln*a. 

*  Unless  otherwise  stated,  the  rate  shown  is  the  total  rate.  Inclusive  of  any  appU- 
cablo  Btu  adjustment  and  tax. 


The  proposed  rate  increase  of  Texas  Pacific  exceeds  the  applicable  area  ceiling  rate  prescribed  in  Opinion  No.  662  and  Is 
suspended  for  five  months. 

(FR  Doc.75-14712  FUed  6-4-76:8:45  am] 


[Docket  No.  RP76-761 

TRANSCONTINENTAL  GAS  PIPELINE 
CORP. 

Order  Granting  Interventions 

May  29. 1975. 

On  March  14,  1975,  the  Transcon¬ 
tinental  Gas  Pipeline  Corporation 
(Transco)  tendered  for  filing  proposed 
changes  in  its  FPC  Gas  Tariff,  First  Re¬ 
vised  Volume  No.  1  and  Original  Volume 
No.  2.  Notice  of  Transco’s  filing  was  is¬ 
sued  by  the  Commission  on  March  19, 
1975,  with  protests  and  petitions  to  inter¬ 
vene  due  on  or  before  April  2, 1975. 

An  imtimely  petition  to  intervene  was 
filed  by  the  Gas  Section,  Georgia  Munic¬ 
ipal  Association.  Having  reviewed  the 
above  petition  to  intervene,  we  believe 
that  the  petitioner  has  sufficient  interest 
in  the  proceedings  to  warrant  interven¬ 
tions. 

The  Commission  finds:  It  is  desirable 
and  in  the  public  interest  to  allow  the 
above-named  petitioner  to  intervene. 

The  Commission  orders:  (A)  The 
above-named  petitioner  is  hereby  per¬ 
mitted  to  intervene  in  these  proceedings 
subject  to  the  rules  and  relations  of 
the  Commission;  Provided,  however. 
That  participation  of  such  intervenors 
shall  be  limited  to  matters  affecting  as¬ 
serted  rights  and  interests  as  specifically 
set  forth  in  the  petition  to  intervene; 
and  Provided,  further.  That  the  admis¬ 
sion  of  such  intervenors  shall  not  be  con¬ 
strued  as  recognition  by  the  Commission 
that  Uiey  might  be  aggrieved  because  of 
any  order  or  orders  of  the  Commission 
entered  in  this  proceeding. 

(B)  The  Intervention  granted  herein 
shall  not  be  the  basis  for  delaying  or 
deferring  any  procedural  schedules  here¬ 
tofore  established  for  the  orderly  and 
expeditious  disposition  of  this  proceed¬ 
ing. 

(C)  The  Secretary  shall  cause  prompt 
publication  of  this  order  in  the  Federal 
Register. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Kenneth  F.  Pluicb, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.75-14706  Filed  6-4-76:8:46  am] 


[Docket  No.  RP75-30] 

UNITED  GAS  PIPE  LINE  CO. 

Order  Granting  Late  Petition  To  Intervene 
May  29,  1975. 

On  November  4,  1974,  United  Gas  Pipe 
Line  Company  (United)  tendered  for  fil¬ 
ing  proposed  changes  in  its  FPC  Gas 
Tariff.  United’s  filing  was  noticed  on 
November  8,  1974,  with  all  comments, 
protests  or  petitions  to  intervene  due  on 
or  before  November  25,  1974.  By  order 
issued  December  19,  1974,  the  Commis¬ 
sion  accepted  Uniteil’s  tariff  changes  for 
filing  and  suspended  the  proposed  in¬ 
crease  until  May  20, 1975. 

On  May  5,  1975,  Louisiana  Power  & 
Light  Company  (LP&L)  filed  a  petition 
to  intervene  in  this  proceeding.  In  sup¬ 
port  of  its  petition  LP&L  states  that  its 
agreement  with  United  for  transporting 
nautral  gas  from  the  Antioch  Field,  Clai¬ 
borne  Parish,  Louisiana,  to  LP&L’s  Star- 
lington  Steam  Electric  Station,  will  be 
subject  to  an  increased  cost  of  service 
under  the  filed  tariff.  LP&L  further  points 
out  that  the  Commission  on  April  2, 1975, 
issued  a  notice  extending  the  procedural 
dates  in  this  proceeding  and  LP&L’s  in¬ 
tervention  will  not,  therefore,  adversely 
effect  any  party. 

The  Commission  finds:  Participation  by 
LP&L  in  this  proceeding  may  in  the 
public  interest  and  good  cause  exists  for 
permitting  such  intervention. 

The  Commission  orders:  (A)  The 
above-mentioned  petitioner  is  hereby 
permitted  to  intervene  in  this  proceeding, 
subject  to  the  rules  and  regulations  of 
the  Commission,  Provided,  however,  ’That 
the  participation  of  such  intervenor  shall 
be  limited  to  matters  affecting  the  rights 
and  interests  specifically  set  forth  in  its 
petition  to  intervene;  and  Provided,  fur~ 
ther.  ’That  the  admission  of  such  Inter- 
venor  shall  not  be  construed  as  recogni¬ 
tion  that  it  might  be  aggrieved  because 
of  any  order  or  orders  issued  by  the 
Commission  in  this  proceeding. 

(B)  The  late  Intervention  granted 
herein  shall  not  be  the  basis  for  delaying 
or  deferring  any  procedural  schedules 
heretofore  established  for  the  orderly 


and  expeditious  disposition  of  this  pro¬ 
ceeding. 

(C)  The  Secretary  shall  cause  prompt 
publication  of  this  order  to  be  made  in 
the  Federal  Register. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.75-14707  FUed  6-4-75:8:45  am] 


[Docket  Nos.  RP73-94;  PGA75-2] 

VALLEY  GAS  TRANSMISSION,  INC. 

Purchased  Gas  Cost  Adjustment  Filing 
May  22,  1975. 

Valley  Gas  Transmission.  Inc.  (Valley) , 
on  May  16,  1975,  submitted  for  filing  as 
part  of  its  FPC  Gas  Tariff,  Original  Vol¬ 
ume  No.  1  its  proposed  “Fourth  Revised 
Sheet  No.  2A’'.  ’The  proposed  effective 
date  is  July  1, 1975. 

Valley  states  that  this  tariff  sheet  is 
filed  pursuant  to  its  purchased  Gas  Cost 
Adjustment  Provision.  ’The  proposed  ad¬ 
justments  are  supported  by  calculations 
of  purchased  gas  costs  and  volumes  at¬ 
tached  to  the  filing. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  application  should  file  a  pe¬ 
tition  to  intervene  or  protest  with  the 
Federal  Power  Commission,  825  North 
Capitol  Street,  NE,  Washington,  D.C. 
20426,  in  accordance  with  §§  1.8  and  1.10 
of  the  Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and 
procedure  (18  CFR  1.8,  1.10).  All  such 
petitions  or  protests  should  be  filed  on 
or  before  June  13,  1975.  Protests  will  be 
considered  by  the  Commission  in  deter¬ 
mining  the  appropriate  action  to  be 
taken,  but  will  not  serve  to  make  Pro¬ 
testants  parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any 
person  wishing  to  become  a  party  must 
file  a  petition  to  Intervene.  Copies  of  the 
filing  are  on  file  with  the  Commission 
and  available  for  public  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.75-147(>8  Filed  6-4-75; 8:45  am] 
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[Docket  Nos.  E-9420;  E-9421J 

YANKEE  ATOMIC  ELECTRIC  POWER  CO. 

AND  PUBLIC  SERVICE  COMPANY  OF 

NEW  HAMPSHIRE 

Order 

May  30,  1975. 

On  May  1,  1975,  Yankee  Atomic  Elec¬ 
tric  Power  Company  (Yankee)  for  filing 
a  proposed  rate  increase  to  ten  of  Its 
eleven  owner  companies':  on  the  same 
date.  Public  Service  Company  of  New 
Hampshire  also  tendered  for  filing  a  pro¬ 
posed  rate  increase*  to  Central  Maine 
Power  Comjmny  (Central  Maine) . 
PSNH’s  filing  reflects  the  increase  in 
Docket  No.  E-9240.  PSNH  and  Central 
Maine  have  an  arrangement  wherein 
PSNH  purchases  electric  service  from 
Yankee  in  an  amount  equal  to  both 
PSNH’s  and  Central  Maine’s  entitlements 
to  Yankee’s  electric  service,  and  then 
sells  Central  Maine  an  amount  equal  to 
Central  Maine’s  entitlements.  The  pro¬ 
posed  rate  level  will  result  in  increased 
annua.!  revenues  of  approximately  $4,- 
468,000.  Both  filings  have  requested  a 
June  1, 1975  effective  date. 

Notice  of  the  filings  in  E-9420  and 
E-9421  issued  on  May  14, 1975,  and  May 
8,  1975,  respectively,  with  responses  due 
on  or  before  May  23,  1975,  and  May  19, 
1975,  respectively.  No  responses  have 
been  forthcoming. 

Yankee  has  proposed  to  establish  a 
new  overall  rate  of  return  formula,  in 
which  return  is  calculated  by  taking  the 
sum  of  the  composite  cost  of  debt  and 
two  percent.  Yankee  has  also  revised  the 
contracts  with  the  above-mentioned 
owner  companies  to  extend  service  from 
20  to  30  years.  However,  Yankee’s  filed 
depreciation  charge  appear  to  contem¬ 
plate  only  a  20  year  service  life.  These 
two  areas  of  concern  should  be  fully  ex¬ 
plored  in  the  testimony  submitted  in  the 
hearings  we  herein  order. 

Yankee’s  filing  and  PSNH's  filing  have 
not  been  shown  to  be  just  and  reason¬ 
able  and  may  be  unjust,  iinreasonable, 
imduly  discriminatory,  or  otherwise  un¬ 
lawful.  Accordingly,  we  will  suspend  their 
use  for  one  day  and  defer  their  use  imtil 
Jime  2,  1975.  Because  the  filings  raise 
similar  issue  of  fact  and  law,  we  will 
consolidate  the  two  dockets  for  pur¬ 
poses  of  hearing  and  decision. 

.  The  Commission  finds:  (1)  It  is  neces¬ 
sary  and  proper  in  the  public  interest  and 
to  aid  in  the  enforcement  of  the  Federal 
Power  Act,  particularly  sections  205, 


iThis  filing  Is  designated  as  Docket  No. 
B-9430.  The  owner  companies  are  as  foUows: 
New  England  Power  Company,  The  Connec¬ 
ticut  Light  &  Power  c:!ompany,  Boston  Edison 
Company,  The  Hartford  Electric  Light  Com¬ 
pany,  Western  Massachusetts  Electric  Com¬ 
pany,  PubUc  Service  Company  of  New  Hamp¬ 
shire.  Montaup  Electric  Company.  New 
Bedford  Gas  and  Edison  Light  Company, 
Cambridge  Electric  Company,  Central  Ver¬ 
mont  PubUc  Service  Ccwpcwatlon.  The 
Eleventh  owner  company  Is  Central  Maine 
which  Is  not  entitled  to  purchase  electrical 
energy  directly  from  Yankee. 

*Thls  filing  was  designated  as  Docket  No. 
£-0421. 


206,  307,  308,  and  309  thereof,  that  the 
Commission  enter  upon  a  hearing  con¬ 
cerning  the  lawfulness  of  the  proposed 
rates,  charges  and  conditions  of  service 
contained  in  Yankee’s  contract  and 
PSNH’s  contract. 

(2)  Good  cause  exists  to  accept  for 
filing  and  suspend  Yankee’s  and  PSNH’s 
proposed  contracts  for  one  day,  to  be¬ 
come  effective  Jime  2,  1975,  subject  to 
refund. 

The  Commission  orders:  (A)  Docket 
Nos.  E-9420  and  E-9421  are  hereby  con¬ 
solidated  for  purposes  of  hearing  and 
decision. 

(B)  Pursuant  to  the  authority  of  the 
Federal  Power  Act,  particularly  sections 
205  and  206  thereof,  the  Commission’s 
rules  of  practice  and  procedure,  and  the 
regulations  under  the  Federal  Power  Act 
(18  CFR  Chapter  I),  a  public  hearing 
shall  be  held  on  October  29,  1975,  at  10 
a.m.,  in  a  hearing  room  of  the  Federal 
Power  Commission,  825  North  Capitol 
Street,  NE.,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  con¬ 
cerning  the  lawfulness  of  the  rates, 
charges  and  conditions  of  service  con¬ 
tained  in  Yankee’s  and  PSNH’s  contracts. 

(C)  Pending  a  hearing  and  final  de¬ 
cision  thereon,  Yankee’s  and  PSNH’s 
proposed  contracts  are  hereby  accepted 
for  filing,  suspended  for  one  day  and  the 
use  thereof  deferred  until  June  2,  1975. 

(D)  On  or  before  October  3,  1975,  the 
Commission  Staff  shall  serve  its  pre¬ 
pared  testimony  and  exhibits.  On  or 
before  October  17,  1975,  Yankee  and 
PSNH  shall  serve  their  rebuttal  testi¬ 
mony  and  exhibits. 

(E)  A  Presiding  Administrative  Law 
Judge  to  be  designated  by  the  Chief  Ad¬ 
ministrative  Law  Judge  for  that  pur¬ 
pose,  (See  Delegation  of  Authority,  18 
CFR  3.5(d)),  shall  preside  at  the  hear¬ 
ing  in  this  proceeding,  shall  prescribe 
relevant  procediual  matters  not  herein 
provided,  and  shall  control  this  proi^d- 
ing  in  accordance  with  the  policies  ex¬ 
pressed  in  the  Commission’s  rules  of 
practice  and  procedure. 

(F)  Nothing  contained  herein  shall 
be  construed  as  limiting  the  rights  of 
parties  to  ^Is  proceeding  regarding  the 
convening  of  conferences  or  offers  of 
settlement  pursuant  to  f  1.18  of  the 
Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and  pro¬ 
cedure. 

(G)  The  Secretary  shall  cause  prompt 
publication  of  this  order  in  the  Federal 

RE(USTER. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal!  Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.75-14709  Piled  6-4-75:8:45  am] 

GENERAL  ACCOUNTING  OFFICE 

INTERSTATE  COMMERCE  COMMISSION 

Receipt  of  Regulatory  Reports  Review 
Proposals 

The  following  requests  for  clearance 
of  reports  Intended  for  use  in  collecting 
Information  frcrni  the  public  were  re¬ 
ceived  by  the  Regulatory  Reports  Re¬ 
view  Staff,  GAO,  on  May  27.  1975.  See 
44  U.S.C.  3512  (c)  and  (d) .  The  purpose 


of  publishing  this  list  in  the  Federal  Reg¬ 
ister  is  to  inform  the  public  of  such 
receipt. 

The  list  includes  the  tlUe  of  each  re¬ 
quest  received;  the  name  of  the  agency 
sponsoring  the  proposed  collection  of  in¬ 
formation;  the  agency  form  number,  if 
applicable;  and  the  frequency  with  which 
the  information  is  prc^xjsed  to  be  col¬ 
lected. 

Written  comments  on  the  proposed 
ICC  forms  are  Invited  from  all  Interested 
persons,  oiganizatlons,  public  interest 
groups,  and  affected  businesses.  Because 
of  the  limited  amoimt  of  time  GAO  has 
to  review  the  proposed  forms,  comments 
(in  triplicate)  must  be  received  on  or 
before  June  23,  1975,  and  should  be  ad¬ 
dressed  to  Mr.  Monte  Canfield,  Jr.,  Di¬ 
rector,  Office  of  Special  Programs,  United 
States  General  Accoimting  Office,  425  1 
Street.  N.W.,  Washington,  D.C.  20548. 

Further  information  may  be  obtained 
from  the  Regulatory  Rep>orts  Review 
Officer,  202-376-5425. 

Interstate  Commerce  Commission 

This  notice  is  to  request  an  extension 
without  change  of  an  already  existing 
ICC  form,  FCS-1,  entitled.  Car  Statis¬ 
tics — General  Service  Cars.  This  form  is 
required  to  be  filed  162  railroads  pur¬ 
suant  to  Ex  Parte  241.  This  form  is  used 
in  the  application  of  a  formula  for  de¬ 
termining  freight  car  ownership  require¬ 
ments  of  individual  railroculs  and  all  rail¬ 
roads  combined  for  various  types  of 
general  service  freight  cars.  The  report¬ 
ing  is  made  by  December  31,  and  April  30 
of  each  year  on  a  continuous  basis  by 
order  of  the  Commission,  Hie  average 
estimated  burden  is  4  hours  per  response. 

Request  for  an  extension  without 
change  of  an  already  existing  ICC  form, 
PCS-2,  entitled.  Formula  for  Determin¬ 
ing  Freight  Ownership  Require¬ 

ments.  This  form  is  used  by  the  railiriads 
to  calculate  their  freight  car  require¬ 
ments  using  data  reported  on  Form 
FCS-1.  ’The  reporting  is  made  once  each 
year  on  or  before  July  31.  The  estimated 
burden  per  response  is  8  hours,  and  each 
respondent  will  fill  out  an  average  of  8 
responses,  with  an  average  annual  bur¬ 
den  of  64  hours. 

Norman  F.  Heyl, 
Regulatory  Reports 
Review  Officer. 

IPR  Doc.75-14756  PUed  6-4-76:8:45  ami 


INTERIM  COMPLIANCE  PANEL 
(COAL  MINE  HEALTH  AND  SAFETY) 

INDIAN  HEAD  MINING  CO.  AND 
M  &  M  COAL  MINING  CO.  AND 

Applications  for  Renewal  Permits,  Electric 
Face  Equipment  Standard;  Hearing 

Applications  for  Renewal  Permits  for 
Nonc(Hnpllance  with  the  Electric  Face 
EquiiMnent  Standard  prescribed  by  the 
Federal  Coal  Mine  Health  and  Safety 
Act  of  1969  have  been  received  for  items 
of  equipment  in  underground  coal  mines 
as  follows: 

(1)  IC?P  Docket  No.  4091-000,  INDIAN 
HEAD  MINING  CX>MPANY,  Indian  Head  Mine 
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No.  3,  Mine  ZD  No.  16  02378  0,  Hazard,  Ken* 
tucky,  lOP  Permit  No.  4291-003-R-3  (Porter 
End  Dump  Battery  Buggy,  I.D.  No.  B-3). 

(2)  ICP  rKxJket  No.  4358-000,  M  &  M  COAL 
COMPANY,  INC.,  No.  16  B  Portal  Mine,  Mine 
ID  No.  44  01691  0,  Pound,  Virginia,  ICP  Per¬ 
mit  No.  4368-001-R-l  (Epllng  Spinner  Load¬ 
ing  Machine,  I.D.  No.  6),  ICP  Permit  No. 
4358-002-R-l  (Royal  4  Cutting  Machine,  Ser. 
No.  201),  ICP  Permit  No.  4358-003-R-l  (Ker¬ 
sey  464  Rubber  Tired  Mine  Tractor,  Ser.  No. 
6106). 

In  accordance  with  the  provisions  of 
§  504.7(b)  of  Title  30,  Code  of  Federal 
Regulations,  notice  is  hereby  given  that 
requests  for  public  hearing  as  to  an  ap¬ 
plication  for  a  renewal  permit  may  be 
filed  within  15  days  after  publication  of 
this  notice.  Requests  for  public  hearing 
must  be  filed  in  accordance  with  30  CPR 
Part  505  (35  PR  11296,  July  15,  1970), 
as  amended,  copies  of  which  may  be  ob¬ 
tained  from  the  Panel  upon  request. 

A  copy  of  each  application  is  available 
for  inspection  and  requests  for  public 
hearing  may  be  filed  in  the  ofiBce  of  the 
Correspondence  Control  Officer,  Interim 
Compliance  Panel,  Room  800,  1730  K 
Street,  NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20006. 

Dated:  June  2,  1975. 

C.  Donald  Naglk, 

Vice  Chairman. 
Interim  Compliance  Panel. 

[FB  Doc.76-14714  PUed  6-4-76:8:46  am] 

NATIONAL  SCIENCE  FOUNDATION 

INTERNATIONAL  PHASE  OF  OCEAN 
DRILLING  (IPOD) 

Summary  Statement  of  Proposed  Federal 
Action  Affecting  the  Environment 

This  summary  statement  is  published 
pursuant  to  section  102  of  the  National 
Environmental  Policy  Act  (Pub.  L.  91- 
190)  and  the  Guidelines  of  the  Coimcil 
on  Environmental  Quality  (38  FR  20550, 
August  1,  1973). 

During  IPOD,  basic  problems  of  the 
structure  and  composition  of  the  oceanic 
crust  will  be  investigated  and  specific 
questions  concerning  the  paleoenviron- 
ment  of  the  world’s  oceans  will  be  ad¬ 
dressed.  This  will  be  accomplished  by 
deep  drilling  into  the  crystalline  rocks 
beneath  the  sediment.  Sedimentary 
drilling  will  also  be  performed  as  in 
earlier  phases  of  the  Deep  Sea  Drilling 
Project  (DSDP) .  Relatively  few  sites  will 
be  drilled  but  these  will  be  drilled  to 
substantially  greater  depths  than  before, 
specifically,  into  the  crystalline  rocks 
of  Layers  2  and  3  of  the  oceanic  crust. 

The  objectives  of  IPOD  and  the  plan 
to  a<5complish  these  objectives  were 
submitted  in  a  proposal  from  the  Uni¬ 
versity  of  California  to  NSF.  TTie  pro¬ 
posal  was  endorsed  by  a  special  review 
committee  appointed  by  NSF  and  was 
approved  by  the  National  Science  Board. 

It  Is  expected  that  several  foreign  in¬ 
stitutions  and  governments  will  contrib¬ 
ute  facilities,  scientific  expertise  and 
fimds  to  aid  in  carrying  out  IPOD.  'Die 
USSR  and  the  Federal  Republic  of 
Germany  have  already  contributed 
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funds;  agreements  for  similar  joint  par¬ 
ticipation  are  being  negotiated  with 
Japan,  France,  and  the  United  Kingdom. 

IPOD  will  be  funded  by  the  National 
Science  Foundation  through  a  contract 
with  the  University  of  California.  The 
Scripps  Institution  of  Oceanography 
will  manage  the  project.  Drilling  opera¬ 
tions  will  be  conducted  aboard  the  drill¬ 
ing  ship  Glomar  Challenger. 

Possible  environmental  effects  of 
IPOD  which  must  be  evaluated  include 
the  following:  material  fiuxes  resulting 
from  drilling,  other  disturbances  (such 
as  the  introduction  of  surface  sea  water 
at  the  ocean  bottom)  attending  drilling 
and  shipboard  operations,  cumulative 
effects  and  long-term  contingent  effects. 
These  are  discussed  on  pages  38-50  of 
the  draft  statement. 

The  possible  release  of  major  fiuxes 
of  natural  fiuids  is  the  only  event  which 
could  have  a  profoimd  negative  environ¬ 
mental  impact.  The  probability  of  this 
happening  is  judged  to  be  extremely  re¬ 
mote.  Drilling  at  any  site  having  any 
possibility  of  reservoired  hydrocarbons 
will  not  be  undertaken.  Accurate  geo¬ 
physical  site  surveys  and  safety  panel 
reidews  minimize  any  possibility  of  ad¬ 
verse  environmental  impact.  Should  any 
preliminary  evidence  of  hydrocarbons 
be  detected  after  drilling  has  begun  at  a 
given  site,  the  situation  will  be  closely 
monitored  by  experienced  staff  aboard 
ship.  If  continued  drilling  might  produce 
an  adverse  environmental  impact,  drill¬ 
ing  will  be  suspended  and  the  hole  will 
be  plugged  with  heavy  mud  and/or 
cement. 

Before  a  decision  Is  made  to  drill  at  a 
glvMi  site,  the  site  is  carefully  reviewed 
by  a  safety  panel  whose  members  are 
experts  from  the  scientific  and  industrial 
communities  and  then  by  project  scien¬ 
tists  and  the  National  Science  Founda¬ 
tion.  Safety  reviews  of  proposed  sites  are 
conducted  by  panels  of  competent  geolo¬ 
gists,  and  by  experienced  scientists  on 
board  Glomar  Challenger. 

The  proposed  project  will  contribute 
to  a  better  understanding  of  the  phys¬ 
ical  and  biological  world,  and  to  imder- 
standing  the  development  of  the  earth’s 
present  environments  with  the  full  per¬ 
spective  of  geologic  time. 

Copies  of  the  draft  Environmental  Im¬ 
pact  Statem^t  are  available  from  the 
Deputy  Assistant  Director  for  Natlmial 
and  Intemati(»ial  Programs,  Room  1201. 
National  Science  Foimdation.  1800  G 
Street,  NW.,  Washington.  DC  20550. 
Comments  fnxn  appropriate  state  and 
local  agencies,  addressed  as  above,  should 
be  submitted  within  45  days  following 
the  publicaticm  of  this  summary  state¬ 
ment. 

Dated:  May  30, 1975. 

T.  O.  Jones, 

Deputy  Assistant  Director,  Na¬ 
tional  and  International  Pro¬ 
grams. 

[FR  Doc.75-14724  Filed  6-4-76:8:46  am] 


NUCLEAR  REGULATORY 
COMMISSION 


NUCLEAR  ENERGY  CENTER  SITE 
SURVEY  (NECSS) 


State  Workshops 

The  Nuclear  Energy  Center  Site  Sur¬ 
vey,  mandated  by  section  207  of  the  En¬ 
ergy  Reorganization  Act  of  1974  (Pub.  L. 
93-438),  includes  the  evaluation  of  the 
technical  feasibility  and  the  practicality 
aspects  of  collocating  nuclear  facilities  in 
nuclear  energy  centers  as  opposed  to  the 
location  of  the  same  facilities  separately 
at  dispersed  sites  as  is  the  current  prac¬ 
tice.  An  important  part  of  this  evalua¬ 
tion  is,  therefore,  the  examination  of  the 
practical  aspects  of  implementation. 
These  aspects  involve  societal,  socioeco¬ 
nomic  and  sociopolitical  impacts;  financ¬ 
ing:  Federal,  State,  and  local  jurisdic¬ 
tional  interfaces;  and  community-indus¬ 
try-manpower  interfaces,  including 
ownership  management  problems. 

Two  State  Workshops  are  planned  to 
receive  views  on  these  practicality  issues 
from  State  officials  responsible  for  long 
range  energy  planning.  ’The  Energy  Proj¬ 
ect  Office  of  the  National  Governors’ 
Conference  and  the  Energy  Policy  Office 
of  the  National  Conference  of  State  Leg¬ 
islatures  are  co-sponsoring  the  work¬ 
shops. 

’The  first  workshop  will  be  at  the  Plaza 
Inn  in  Denver  on  June  22-24  and  will  be 
hosted  by  the  Western  Interstate  Nuclear 
Board  (WINB) .  The  second  workshop 
will  be  at  the  Sheraton-Biltmore  Hotel 
in  Atlanta  on  Jime  29-July  1  and  will  be 
hosted  by  the  Southern  Interstate  Nu¬ 
clear  Board  (SINB) . 

The  workshops  are  open  to  public  at¬ 
tendance  and  observation.  Interested 
persons  wishing  to  submit  their  views  on 
Nuclear  Energy  Centers  in  general,  or  the 
subjects  covered  by  the  workshops  in  par¬ 
ticular,  should  send  them  to  Mr.  S.  H. 
Smiley,  Director,  Office  of  Special  Stud¬ 
ies,  U.S.  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission, 
Washington,  D.C.  20555,  in  accordance 
with  the  notice  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  on  March  20,  1975  (40  FR 
12717) .  The  minutes  of  the  State  Work¬ 
shops  will  be  placed  in  the  Nuclear  Reg¬ 
ulatory  Commission’s  Public  Document 
Room.  It  should  also  be  noted  that  a 
public  meeting  regarding  Nuclear  Energy 
Centers  will  be  held  in  Washington,  D.C., 
starting  on  June  16,  1975,  at  which  time 
verbal  or  written  comments  by  the  public 
on  all  aspects  of  the  survey  may  be  pre¬ 
sented  in  accordance  with  the  notice  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  on  April 
24, 1975  (40  FR  18050). 

Those  wishing  further  information  or 
who  plan  to  attend  and  observe  the  State 
Workshops  may  call  WINB  at  (303)  238- 
8383  or  SINB  at  (404)  394-9310. 

Dated  at  Bethesda,  Maryland,  this  2nd 
day  of  Jime  1975. 


For  the  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commis¬ 
sion. 


R.  Dale  Smith, 
Acting  Director, 
Office  of  Special  Studies. 


[PR  Doc.76-14861  Filed  6-4-76;8:45  am] 
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NOTICES 


NATIONAL  TRANSPORTATION 
SAFETY  BOARD 

I1465A;  1517A:  626A,  1092,  1339B,  1373B, 
1539,  1394A,  1407.  1497,  1557, 1323] 

ACCIDENT  REPORT;  SAFETY 
RECOMMENDATIONS  AND  RESPONSES 

Availability  and  Receipt 

Highway  Accident  Report.  Tlie  Na¬ 
tional  Transportation  Safety  Board  re¬ 
leased.  May  30,  1975,  its  report  on  the 
nine-fatality  crash  of  a  tractor-semi¬ 
trailer  truck,  a  car,  and  an  intercity  bus 
on  the  central  section  of  the  New  Jersey 
Turnpike  near  Bordentown,  October  19, 
1973.  In  this  report.  No.  NTSB-HAR^75- 
3,  the  Safety  Board  recommends  that  the 
Federal  Highway  Administration  (1)  dis¬ 
tribute  to  all  professional  commercial 
driver  training  schools  the  training 
course  information  it  is  now  developing; 
(2)  require  all  candidate  motor  carrier 
drivers  to  be  formally  trained  in  such 
driving  emergencies  as  front  tire  failures, 
brake  fade,  and  jackknifing;  and  (3) 
expedite  that  part  of  its  research  which 
will  provide  design  data  for  building  new 
and  Improving  existing  barrier  systems; 
both  intercity  buses  and  heavy  trucks 
should  be  used  in  actual  vehicle 
impact  tests.  (Recommendations  H-75-9 
through  11.) 

Safety  Recommendations.  Investiga¬ 
tion  of  the  TWA  Flight  514  accident  at 
Berryville,  Virginia,  on  December  1, 1974, 
resulted  in  the  Safety  Board’s  letter  is¬ 
sued  May  26,  1975,  recommending  that 
the  Federal  Aviation  Administration 
(PAA) :  (1)  relocate  the  Armel,  Virginia, 
distance  measuring  equipment  monitor 
from  the  Washington,  D.C.,  flight  serv¬ 
ice  station  to  the  Dulles  terminal  air 
traflBc  control  facility;  and  (2)  conduct 
a  review  of  all  terminal  air  traflJc  con¬ 
trol  facilities  to  assure  that  controllers  at 
each  facility  serviced  by  a  navigational 
aid  will  have  direct  access  to  the  associ¬ 
ated  monitor  for  that  navigational  aid. 
(Recommendations  (A-75-45  and  46.) 

Responses  to  Safety  Recommenda¬ 
tions.  During  the  past  week,  the  follow¬ 
ing  letter  responses  were  received  from 
addressees  of  earlier  Safety  Board  rec¬ 
ommendations; 

FAA,  May  9  re  A-70-47,  comments  on 
projected  regulatory  action  concerning 
installation  of  metal-to-metal  seatbelt 
buckles. 

FAA.  May  9,  re  A-73-49.  states  that  as 
a  result  of  its  tests  with  a  Boeing  737  and 
Lockheed  L-lOll,  published  in  FAA  Re¬ 
port  Np.  PAA-P^160-74-2,  “a  project 
was  recently  implemented  for  a  Trial 
Application  Program  and  Pilot  Informa¬ 
tion  System  to  obtain  information  on 
runway  slipperiness  imder  wet  condi¬ 
tions  using  the  DBV  [diagonal  braked 
vehicle]  and  provide  such  information 
to  pilots  in  a  timely  manner.” 

FAA,  May  9  re  A-74-89  and  90,  notes 
Issuance  of  Airworthiness  Directive  WE- 
45-AD,  applicable  to  the  Lockheed  209 
digital  flifdit  data  recorder  requiring  in¬ 
stallation  of  vibration  isolators.  FAA  also 
has  released  Notice  8320.178  requiring 
field  persoimel  “to  review  recording  rec¬ 


ords  applying  the  standards  specified  in 
PAR  121,  Appendix  B.” 

FAA.  May  9  re  A-74-105  through  114, 
describes  projected  rulemaking  regard¬ 
ing  emergency  evacuation  and  survival 
equipment.  PAA  states  that  it  has  ‘‘con¬ 
tracted  for  special  training  for  om: 
maintenance  inspectors  on  the  mainte¬ 
nance  requirements,  operation  and  in¬ 
spection  of  emergency  evacuation  equip¬ 
ment.”  Also,  FAA  will  issue  an  air  car¬ 
rier  operations  alert  bulletin  to  provide 
passengers,  during  pretakeoff  briefings, 
with  emergency  exit  procedures. 

FAA.  May  9  re  A-75-41  and  42  (40  PR 
18052) ,  states  that  faulty  installation  of 
emergency  locator  transmitters  (ELTs) 
“has  been  corrected  and  w'e  do  not  feel 
the  current  frequency  of  these  incidents 
warrants  an  airworthiness  directive.” 
Regarding  testing  of  ELT  batteries,  FAA 
indicates  that,  at  the  conclusion  of 
studies  now  imderway  by  the  Radio 
Technical  Commission  for  Aeronautics, 
appropriate  amendments  to  the  Federal 
Aviation  Regulations  will  be  propose(L 

FAA,  May  13  re  A-74-126  and  127, 
states  that  adoption  of  Safety  Board  rec¬ 
ommendations  to  abolish  14  CFR  91.107 
and  to  amend  14  CFR  91.105  “to  require 
the  same  weather  minimums  outside  con¬ 
trolled  airspace  as  are  required  within 
controlled  airspace”  would  be  “overly 
restrictive  and  inconsistent  with  our  ob¬ 
ligation  to  insure  the  efficient  use  of 
airspace.” 

FAA,  May  14  re  A-74-97,  states  that  a 
Joint  Review  Group  (JRG)  representing 
the  Army,  Navy,  Air  Force,  and  PAA, 
was  formed  to  review  military  training 
activities.  This  resulted  in  a  major  revi- 
si(m  of  FAA  Handbook  7610.4B,  to  be 
reissued  effective  July  1,  1975,  and  in¬ 
cluded  in  the  military  directive  inventory. 
Uniform  procedures  will  thus  be  appli¬ 
cable  to  all  military  services.  While  the 
JRG  “did  not  concur  with  your  recom¬ 
mendation  to  confine  military  intercept 
training  operations  to  designated  re¬ 
stricted  airspace,”  and  FAA  supports  that 
p>osition,  the  PAA  is  “pursuing  a  policy 
of  establishing  ATC  assigned  airspace  of 
defined  vertical/lateral  limits  for  the 
purpose  of  separating  certain  military 
trainii^  activities  from  IFR  traffic  and 
to  devise  VFR  traffic  of  the  location  of 
such  activity.” 

Federal  Railroad.  Administration 
(FRA) ,  May  21  re  R-75-16  (40  PR  19045) , 
indicates  that  the  possible  problem  of 
detonation  of  liquids  in  tanks  during 
transportation  is  not  confined  to  tank 
car,  transportation  only  but  includes 
transportation  by  portable  tank  and 
cargo  tank  (and  may  even  involve  drum 
shipments) .  In  order  to  coordinate  evalu¬ 
ation  of  possible  reactive  and  unstable 
chraiicals  and  avoid  duplicative  and  re¬ 
dundant  effort,  FRA  relies  upon  the  Office 
of  Hazardous  Materials  to  perform  initial 
evaluations  and  research  into  behavior 
that  can  lead  to  chemical  instability  dur¬ 
ing  transportation.  The  FRA  Acting  Ad¬ 
ministrator  states.  “I  share  your  Board’s 
concern  that  the  Department  may  not 
be  adequately  aware  of  all  the  hazards 
associated  with  the  bulk  transportation 


of  liquid  chemicals.  I  believe  that  the  ef¬ 
forts  of  the  Hazardous  Materials  Regu¬ 
lations  Board  spearheaded  by  the  Office 
of  Hazardous  Materials  will  enable  us  to 
better  regulate  these  chemicals  when 
shipped  in  liquid  form  whether  in  bulk 
or  in  drums.” 

FRA.  May  23  re  R-75-17  (40  FR  22324) , 
states,  “It  is  the  intent  of  the  FRA  to 
continue  to  monitor  all  of  the  remedial 
actions  of  the  E-60-CP  units  to  Insure 
safe  operation  at  all  speeds.”  FRA  further 
states.  “Until  we  are  fully  assmed  that 
the  subject  units  are  safe  to  operate,  we 
will  not  permit  their  vise  in  passenger 
service.” 

TTve  Safety  Board  on  May  29,  1975, 
acknowledged  FRA’s  response  of  May  13, 
1975  (40  FR  23383)  re  Recommendation 
R-74-27,  suggesting  that  the  staff  per¬ 
sonnel  of  the  two  agencies  meet  to  resolve 
misimderstandlngs  over  the  CotuUa, 
Texas,  accident  report  and  the  intent  of 
the  recommendation. 

The  report  and  the  recommendation  letter 
are  available  to  the  general  public;  single 
copies  may  be  obtained  without  charge.  A 
$4.00  user-service  charge  will  be  made  for 
each  recommendation  response.  In  addition 
to  a  charge  of  10#  per  page  for  reproduction. 
All  requests  must  be  In  writing,  addressed  to: 
Publications  Unit,  National  Transportation 
Safety  Board,  Washington,  D.C.  20594. 

Multiple  cc^les  of  the  accident  report  may 
be  purchased  from  the  National  Technical 
Information  Service,  VS.  Department  of 
Commerce,  Springfield,  Virginia  22161. 

(Secs.  304(a)  (2)  and  307  of  the  Independent 
Safety  Board  Act  of  1974  (Pub.  L.  93-633,  88 
Stat.  2169,  2172  (40  UB.C.  1903,  1906) ) . 

Margaret  L.  Fisher, 
Federal  Register 
Liaison  Officer. 

June  2.  1975. 

[FR Doc.76-14756  Filed  6-4-75;8:45  am] 

OFFICE  OF  THE  SPECIAL  REPRE- 
SENTATIVE  FOR  TRADE  NEGOTIA¬ 
TIONS 

[Docket  No.  76-1] 

TRADE  POLICY  STAFF  COMMITTEE 
Schedule  and  Locations  of  Hearings 

In  the  Federal  Register  of  Friday.  May  30. 
1975  (40  FR  23646),  it  was  announced  that 
the  Trade  Policy  Staff  Committee  (herein¬ 
after,  the  “Committee”)  would  hold  public 
hearings  relating  to  International  Trade 
Negotiations  and  to  the  Ctenerallzed  System 
of  Preferences  In  Washington.  D.C.  and  In 
twelve  other  specified  cities  throughout  the 
United  States  during  June  and  July.  Listed 
below  are  the  exact  times,  dates  and  ad¬ 
dresses  of  those  hearings: 

Tdxsoat,  June  3 

Washington.  D.C.,  1:30  pjn.,  New  Executive 
Office  Building  (entrance  on  17th  Street  be¬ 
tween  Pennsylvania  Ave.  St  H  Street  NW), 
Room  2008. 

Wednesday,  June  4,  p.ic. 

Hartford,  CT,  1  p.m.,  U.S.  Post  Office  Build¬ 
ing,  Room  201,  136  High  Street. 

Thtjxsdat,  Jmn  6  a.k.  a  r.M. 

Hartford,  CT,  10  a.m. 
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Fhidat,  Junk  6  a.ic.  m  p.m. 

Rochester,  New  York,  10  a.m..  Federal 
Building  and  Court  House,  Room  402,  100 
State  Street. 

Monday,  June  9,  A.M.  &  PM. 

Chicago,  lUlnois,  10  a.m..  New  Federal 
Building,  Room  3637-A,  230  S.  Dearborn. 

Tuesday,  June  10,  AM.  &  PM. 

Chicago,  Illinois,  10  a.m. 

Wednesday,  June  11,  A.M.  &  P.M. 

Wichita,  Kansas,  10  a.m..  Public  Library, 
2nd  Floor  Auditorium.  223  8.  Main  Staeet. 

Thursday,  June  12,  A.M.  te  P.M. 

Dallas,  Texas.  10  a.m.,  Downtowner,  Con¬ 
ference  Rocnn,  Haskell  and  Central  Express¬ 
way. 

Friday,  June  13,  A.M.  &  P.M. 

Dallas.  Texas,  10  a.m. 

Monday,  June  16,  A.M.  &.  P.M. 

New  Orleans,  Louisiana,  10  a.m.,  U.S.  Court 
of  Appeals,  Room  105,  600  Camp  Street. 

Tuesday,  June  17,  A.M.  &  PM. 

New  Orleans,  Louisiana,  10  a.m. 

Thursday,  June  19.  AM.  &  PM. 

Atlanta,  Georgia,  10  a.m..  Federal  Building. 
Boom  656,  Executive  Conference  Boom,  275 
Peachtree  Street. 

Friday,  June  20,  A.M. 

Atlanta,  Georgia,  10  a  m. 

Monday,  June  23,  a.m.  &  p.m. 

Minneapolis,' Minnesota,  10  a.m..  Federal 
Building,  Court  Room  #4,  110  South  4th 
Street. 

Tuesday,  June  24,  a.m.  it  p.m. 

Minneapolis,  Minnesota,  10  a.m. 

Wednesday,  June  25,  a.m.  &  p.m. 

Portland,  Oregon,  10  a.m..  Pioneer  Court¬ 
house,  Room  103,  555  Southwest  Yamhill 
Street.  97204 

Thursday,  June  26,  a.m.  &  p.m. 

Portland,  Oregon,  10  a.m. 

RtiDAY,  June  27,  a.m.  &  p.m. 

San  Francisco,  California,  10  a.m..  Federal 
Building  and  UB.  Court  House,  Room  15018, 
460  Golden  Gate  Avenue.  94102 

Monday,  June  30,  a.m.  &  p.m. 

San  Francisco,  California,  10  a.m. 

Tuesday,  July  1,  a.m.  &  p.m. 

Phoenix,  Arizona,  10  a.m..  Federal  Office 
and  Court  House,  Courtroom  #4,  7th  Floor, 
230  N.  First  Avenue. 

Tuesday,  July  8,  a.m.  it  p.m. 

Philadelphia,  Pennsylvania,  10  a.m.,  Wil¬ 
liam  J.  Green,  Jr.,  Federal  Building,  Room 
6306,  600  Arch  Street.  19106 

Monday,  July  14  and  Therxaiter:  in 
Washington,  D.C. 

Additional  hearings  In  other  cities  may  be 
added  later,  at  the  discretion  of  the  chairman 
of  the  Committee. 

Bequests  to  present  oral  testimony  and  re¬ 
lated  briefs  should  be  received  at  least  48 
hours  before  testimony  Is  to  be  given.  While 
this  reqiilreinent  may  be  waived  by  the  Spe¬ 
cial  Representative  for  Trade  Negotiations,  a 
Deputy  Special  Representative  for  Trade 
Negotiations,  or  the  Chairman  of  the  Com¬ 
mittee,  prloilty  in  the  scheduling  of  wit¬ 


nesses  will  be  given  to  those  who  meet  the 
procedural  requirements  of  the  public 
notices. 

Briefs  not  related  to  requests  to  present 
oral  testimony  may  be  submitted  at  any  time, 
but  should  be  submitted  prior  to  July  15 
in  order  to  receive  adequate  consideration. 
The  requirements  of  the  Committee  regula¬ 
tions  (40  FR  18410,  AprU  28,  1975)  that 
briefs  be  submitted  in  20  copies,  and  that  one 
copy  be  made  under  oath  or  affirmation,  have 
been  waived  by  the  Chairman  of  the  Com¬ 
mittee. 

1.  Subject  Matter  of  Public  Hearings. 
The  terms  or  reference  for  these  public 
hearings  are  set  forth  in  section  133  of 
the  Trade  Act  of  1974.  That  section  pro¬ 
vides  that  in  connection  with  any  pro¬ 
posed  trade  agreement  under  chapter  1 
or  section  123  or  124  of  the  Trade  Act 
of  1974,  the  President  shall  afford  an 
opportunity  for  any  interested  person  to 
present  his  views  concerning  (i)  any  ar¬ 
ticle  which  has  been  listed  as  being  under 
consideration  for  modification  or  con¬ 
tinuance  of  United  States  duties,  con¬ 
tinuation  of  United  States  duty-free  or 
excise  treatment,  or  additional  duties, 
(ii)  any  article  which  should  be  so  listed, 
or  (iii)  any  other  matter  relevant  to  pro¬ 
posed  trade  agreements.  The  President 
also  is  to  afford  an  opportunity  for  any 
interested  person  to  present  such  views 
with  respect  to  articles  which  have  been 
listed  as  being  under  consideration  for 
designation  as  eligible  articles  for  pur¬ 
poses  of  the  United  States  Generalized 
System  of  Preferences. 

The  lists  of  articles  to  which  the  pre¬ 
ceding  paragraph  refers  have  been  pub¬ 
lished.  Articles  which  are  being  consid¬ 
ered  for  inclusion  in  international  trade 
negotiations  were  listed  in  the  notice 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  of 
January  14,  1975  (40  FR  2659).  Articles 
which  are  being  considered  for  designa¬ 
tion  as  eligible  articles  for  purixises  of 
the  Generalized  System  of  Preferences 
were  listed  in  the  notice  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  of  March  26,  1975  (40 
FR  13457). 

The  Trade  Policy  Staff  Committee  will 
receive  briefs  and  testimony  on  any  mat¬ 
ter  relevant  to  the  international  negotia¬ 
tions  or  the  Generalized  System  of  Pref¬ 
erences.  However,  to  avoid  duplication 
and  to  provide  interested  parties  with 
guidance  as  to  the  materials  that  will 
be  most  useful  to  the  Committee,  it  is 
suggested  that  persons  appearing  before 
the  Committee  or  submitting  briefs 
devote  particular  attention  to  the 
following : 

(a)  Reductions  in  rates  of  duty  or  in 
other  trade  barriers  which  the  United 
States  should  seek  from  other  nations 
participating  in  the  negotiations. 

(b)  Articles  which  the  United  States 
should  consider  for  modifications,  elim¬ 
inations,  reductions  or  continuances  of 
present  rates  of  duty  in  the  negotiations, 

(c)  Nontsirlff  barriers  of  the  United 
States  and  other  countries  which  should 
be  eliminated,  modified,  continued,  or 
harmonized,  including  international 
product  standards,  government  procure¬ 
ment  practices,  quantitative  restrIctlonB 
upon  Imports,  and  customs  valuation 
practices,  or 
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(d)  Any  matter  relevant  to  the  gen¬ 
eralized  system  of  preferences. 

2.  Requests  to  Present  Oral  Testi¬ 
mony.  Requests  to  present  oral  testi¬ 
mony  should  be  sent  to  the  Secretary, 
Trade  Policy  Staff  Committee,  Room 
729, 1800  G  Street  NW.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20506.  Requests  to  present  oral  testi¬ 
mony  must  state  briefly  the  interest  of 
the  applicant  in  the  subject  matter  and 
the  position  to  be  taken  by  the  appli¬ 
cant. 

In  addition,  requests  to  present  oral 
testimony  should  include  the  following 
information: 

(a)  The  name,  address,  telephone 
number,  and  official  position  (if  appli¬ 
cable)  of  the  party  submitting  the 
request. 

(b)  The  description  and,  if  possible, 
the  tariff  item  number  (s) ,  whether  for¬ 
eign  or  domestic,  of  the  commodity  or 
commodities  in  which  the  party  has  an 
interest. 

(c)  The  subject  or  subjects  to  be 
dealt  with  in  the  proposed  testimony, 
listed  individually  and,  in  the  case  of 
import  restrictions  other  than  duties,  de¬ 
scribed  with  sufficient  particularity  to 
identify  the  restriction  to  be  discussed. 

(d)  The  name,  address,  and  telephone 
number  of  the  person  (or  persons)  who 
will  present  oral  testimony. 

(e)  The  amount  of  time  requested  for 
the  presentation  of  oral  testimony,  and 
if  more  than  15  minutes  is  requested,  the 
reasons  therefore. 

Additional  information  with  respect 
to  these  hearings,  including  suggestions 
for  the  preparation  of  written  briefs  and 
oral  testimony,  is  contained  in  notices 
appearing  in  the  Federal  Register  of 
May  1,  1975  (40  FR  19045)  and  that  of 
May  30,  1975  (40  FR  23546).  Copies  of 
these  notices  are  available  upon  request 
from  the  Secretary  of  the  Committee, 
at  the  address  given  in  the  following 
paragraph. 

3.  Communications.  All  communica¬ 
tions  with  regard  to  these  hearings 
should  be  addressed  to:  Secretary,  Trade 
Policy  Staff  Committee,  Office  of  the  Spe¬ 
cial  Representative  for  Trade  Negotia¬ 
tions,  1800  G  Street  NW.,  Room  729, 
Washington,  D.C.  20506.  The  telephone 
number  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Commit¬ 
tee  is  (202)  395-3395. 

Allen  H.  Garland, 
Chairman. 

I  PR  Doc.76-14762  Filed  6-4-75;  8: 46  am] 


PENSION  BENEFIT  GUARANTY 
CORPORATION 
PREMIUM  RATES 
Continuation  of  Current  Rates 

Notice  Is  hereby  given  that  the  Pen¬ 
sion  Benefit  Guaranty  Corporation  (the 
“PB(]rC”)  has  determined,  until  further 
notice  is  given  in  the  Federal  Register, 
that  the  premium  rates  curr^tly  in 
effect  will  be  continued  with  respect  to 
plan  years  beginning  on  or  after  Sep¬ 
tember  2, 1975  (“second  full  plan  years”) . 
These  rates,  contained  In  section  4006 
(a)  (3)  of  the  Employee  Retirement  In* 
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come  Security  Act  of  1974,  are  one  dol¬ 
lar  for  each  participant  in  a  single  em¬ 
ployer  plan  and  fifty  cents  for  each 
participant  In  a  multlemployer  plan.  The 
PBGC  Is  studying  other  rate  formulas 
and  expects  to  develop  one  for  utiliza¬ 
tion  at  a  future  date.  It  also  will  study 
the  possibility  of  allowing  plans  to  elect 
to  use  any  such  rate  formula  with  re¬ 
spect  to  their  second  full  plan  years. 

(Secs.  4002,  4006;  Pub.  L.  93-406;  88  Stat. 
1004, 1010;  29  U.S.C.  1302, 1306) 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.  on  this 
30th  day  of  May  1975. 

Issued  on  the  date  set  forth  above, 
pursuant  to  a  resolution  of  the  Board 
of  Directors  authorizing  its  Chairman 
to  issue  same. 

John  T.  Dunlop, 
Chairman,  Board  of  Directors, 
Pension  Benefit  Guaranty 
Corporation. 

Henry  Rose, 

Secretary,  Pension  Benefit 
Guaranty  Corporation. 

[PR  Doc.75-14849  FUed  6-4-76;8:46  amj 

OFFICE  OF  MANAGEMENT  AND 
BUDGET 

ADVISORY  COMMITTEE  ON  GNP  DATA 
IMPROVEMENT 

Notice  of  Public  Meeting 

Pursuant  to  Pub.  L.  92-463,  notice  is 
hereby  given  of  a  meeting  of  the  Ad¬ 
visory  CtMnmlttee  on  GNP  Data  Improve¬ 
ment  to  be  held  in  Romn  10103,  New  Ex¬ 
ecutive  OfBce  Building,  726  Jackson 
Place,  NW.,  Washington,  D.C.,  on  Tues¬ 
day,  July  22,  1975  at  9:45  a.m. 

The  purpose  of  the  meeting  is  to  com¬ 
ment  on  draft  chapters  of  the  final 
report. 

The  meeting  will  be  open  to  public  ob¬ 
servation  and  participation.  Anyone 
washing  to  participate  should  contact  the 
GNP  Data  Improvement  Project,  Statis¬ 
tical  Policy  Division,  Ro<Nn  10222,  New 
Executive  Office  Building,  Washington, 
D.C.  20503,  telephone  (202)  395-3793. 

Velma  N.  Baldwin, 
Assistant  to  the  Director 
for  Administration. 

[PR  Doc.75-14740  PUed  6-4-75; 8:45  am] 


CLEARANCE  OF  REPORTS 
List  of  Requests 

The  following  is  a  list  of  requests  for 
clearance  of  reports  Intended  for  use  in 
collecting  Information  from  the  public 
received  by  the  Office  of  Management 
and  Budget  on  May  30,  1975  (44  U.S.C. 
3509).  The  purpose  of  publishing  this 
list  in  the  Federal  Register  Is  to  inform 
the  public. 

The  list  Includes  the  title  of  each  re¬ 
quest  received;  the  name  of  the  agency 
spcmsoring  the  proposed  collection  of  in¬ 
formation;  the  agency  form  number(8) , 
if  applicable;  the  frequency  with  which 
the  Information  is  proposed  to  be  col¬ 
lected;  the  name  of  the  reviewer  or  re¬ 
viewing  division  within  OMB,  and  an 


indication  of  who  will  be  the  respondents 
to  the  proposed  collection. 

Requests  for  extension  which  appear 
to  raise  no  significant  Issues  are  to  be 
approved  after  brief  notice  through  this 
release. 

Further  information  about  the  items 
on  this  daily  list  may  be  obtained  from 
the  Clearance  Office,  Office  of  Manage¬ 
ment  and  Budget,  Washington,  D.C. 
20503  (202-395-4529),  or  from  the  re- 
view'er  listed. 

New  Forms 

GENERAL  SERVICES  ADMINISTRATION 

Architect-Engineer  and  Related  Services 
Questionnaire,  254,  annually,  architect- 
engineer  and  related  professions,  Caywood, 
D.  P.,  395-3443. 

Architect-Engineer  and  Related  Services 
Questionnaire,  255,  on  occasion,  architect- 
engineer  and  related  professions,  Caywood, 
D.  P.,  395-3443. 

DEPARTMENT  OF  COMMERCE 

Bureau  of  the  Census,  General  Revenue 
Sharing.  RS-SA,  annuaUy,  government 
agencies,  Ellett,  C.  A.,  395-6172. 

DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 

Bureau  of  Mines,  Flotation  Plant  Informa¬ 
tion  1975,  6-1172-X,  single-time,  business 
firms,  Lowry,  R.  L.,  395-3772. 

Bureau  of  Reclamation,  Assessment  of  Cu¬ 
mulative  Sociocultural  Impacts  of  Proposed 
Plans  for  Development  of  Coal  and  Water 
Resources  in  Northern  New  Mexico,  single¬ 
time,  affected  publics,  Lowry,  R.  L.,  395- 
3772. 

Revisions 

DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 

Animal  and  Plant  Health  Inspection  Service, 
Application  for  License  (Under  Animal 
Welfare  Act),  VS  18-3,  on  occasion,  ani¬ 
mals  dealers/handlers,  Lowry,  R.  L.,  395- 
8772. 

DEPARTMENT  OF  COMMERCE 

Bureau  of  the  Census: 

Annual  Survey — ^Finances  of  State  Agen¬ 
cies,  F-25,  annually,  selected  State  agen¬ 
cies,  EUett,  C.  A..  395-6172. 

Form  Letter:  Request  for  State  Agency 
Financial  Information,  F-19.  annually, 
selected  State  Agencies,  Ellett,  C.  A., 
395-6172. 

DEPARTMENT  OF  LABOR 

Manpower  Administration,  FSB  and  SUA — 
Monthly  Activity  Report  and  Characteris¬ 
tics  of  Claimants,  MA6-141,  MA6-141,  MA5- 
143,  monthly.  State  employment  security 
offices,  Lowry,  R.  L.,  395-3772. 

DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 

Bureau  of  Mines,  Industrial  Explosives  and 
Blasting  Agents  Sold  by  Manufacturers  tot 
Consumption  in  the  United  States,  6- 
1439A,  annuaUy.  producers  of  industrial 
explosives  and  blasting  agents,  Lowry,  R.  L., 
395-3772. 

Extensions 

DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 

Animal  and  Plant  Health  Inspection  Service, 
Registration  of  Poultry  and  Meat  Handlers, 
CP-2,  on  occasion,  business  firms  deeding 
in  meat  and  poultry,  Marsha  Traynham, 
395-4529. 

DEPARTMENT  OF  HOUSING  AND  XTRBAN 

DEVELOPMENT 

Housing  Management: 

Management  Broker  Qualification  Data, 
HUD-9733,  Community  and  Veterans  Af¬ 
fairs  Division,  395-3532. 


Application  for  Tenant  Eligibility  for  Rent 
Supplement,  HUD-5501,  Community  and 
Veterans  Afftdrs  Division,  395-3532. 

DEPARTMENT  OF  TRANSPORTATION 

Federal  Railroad  Administration,  Ball  Equip¬ 
ment  Incident  Repmt,  6180-54,  monthly, 
U.S.  railroads,  Marsha  Traynliam,  895-4629. 

Phillip  D.  Larsen, 
Budget  and  Management  Officer. 
[PR  Doc.75-14843  Filed  6-4-76;8:45  am] 


COST  OF  HOSPITAL  AND  MEDICAL  CARE 
AND  TREATMENT  FURNISHED  BY  THE 
UNITED  STATES 

Certain  Rates  Regarding  Recovery  From 
Tortiously  Liable  Third  Persons 

By  virtue  of  the  authority  vested  in 
the  President  by  section  2(a)  of  the  Act 
of  September  25.  1962,  (76  Stat.  593;  42 
U.S.C.  2652) ,  and  delegated  to  the  Direc¬ 
tor  of  the  Office  of  Management  and 
Budget  by  Executive  Order  No.  11541  of 
July  1, 1970,  (35  FR  10737),  the  following 
three  sets  of  rates  are  established  for 
use  in  connection  with  the  recovery,  as 
authorized  by  such  Act,  from  tortiously 
liable  third  persons  of  the  cost  of  hospi¬ 
tal  and  medical  care  and  treatment  fur¬ 
nished  by  the  United  States  (Part  43  of 
Cfiiapter  I  of  Title  28  of  the  Code  of  Fed¬ 
eral  Regulations)  through  three  sep¬ 
arate  Federal  agencies.  These  rates  have 
■been  determined  to  represent  the  reason¬ 
able  cost  of  hospital,  nursing  home,  med¬ 
ical,  surgical  or  dental  cafe  and  treat¬ 
ment  (Including'  prostheses  and  medical 
appliances)  furnished  or  to  be  furnished: 

(a)  For  such  care  and  treatment  fur¬ 
nished  by  the  United  States  in  Federal 
hospitals  and  nursing  homes,  adminis¬ 
tered  by  any  of  the  three  Federal  agen¬ 
cies — ^Department  of  Defense,  Veterans 
Administration,  or  Department  of 
Health,  Education,  and  Welfare — with 
the  exception  of  Canal  Zone  CSovernment 
Hospitals— 


Effective  July  1,  1075, 
and  thereafter 

DOD  VA  HEW 

Hospital  care  per  Inpatient 
day: 

Federal  (eneral.  carglcal, 
and  tuberculosis  hospitals. 

.  1147 

$102  $112 

Federal  mental  hospitals... 

68 . 

Veterans  Administration 

nursinB  home  units . 

Outpatient  medical  and  den¬ 
tal  treatment: 

Per  (acility  visit.. . 

40 . 

10 

33  23 

(b)  For  such  care  and  treatment  fur¬ 
nished  at  Government  expense  in  a  fa¬ 
cility  not  operated  by  the  United  States, 
the  rates  shall  be  the  amoimts  expended 
by  the  United  States  for  such  care  and 
treatment. 

(c)  For  such  care  and  treatment  at 
Canal  Zone  Government  hospitals,  the 
rates  shall  be  those  established,  and  In 
effect  at  the  time  the  care  and  treat¬ 
ment  is  furnished,  by  the  Canal  Zone 
Government  for  such  care  and  treat¬ 
ment  furnished  to  beneficiaries  of  other 
United  States  Government  agencies. 

For  the  period  beginning  July  1,  1976, 
the  rates  prescribed  herein  supersede 
those  established  by  the  Director  of  ttw 
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OfiDce  of  Management  and  Budget  on 
May  22,  1974  (39  FR  114). 

Jambs  T.  Lynn, 
Director,  Office  of 
Management  and  Budget. 

May  14,  1975. 

(FR  DOC.7&-14610  FUed  6-4-76;8:45  am] 

SECURITIES  AND  EXCHANGE 
COMMISSION 

[File  No.  600-1] 

CANADIAN  JAVELIN.  LTD. 

Suspension  of  Trading 

May  28,  1975. 

The  common  stock  of  Canadian  Jave¬ 
lin  Ltd.  being  traded  on  the  American 
Stock  Exchange  pursuant  to  provisions 
of  the  Securities  Exchange  Act  of  1934 
and  all  other  securities  of  Canadian  Jav¬ 
elin.  Ltd.  being  traded  otherwise  than  on 
a  national  securities  exchange;  and 

It  appearing  to  the  Securities  and  Ex¬ 
change  Commission  that  the  summary 
suspension  of  trading  In  such  securities 
on  such  exchange  and  otherwise  than  on 
a  national  securities  exchange  is  re¬ 
quired  in  the  public  interest  and  for  the 
protection  of  investors; 

Therefore,  pursuant  to  sections  19(a) 

(4)  and  15(c)(5)  of  the  Securities  Ex¬ 
change  Act  of  1934,  trading  in  such  se- 
ciuities  on  the  above  mentioned  ex¬ 
change  and  otherwise  than  on  a  national 
securities  exchange  is  suspended,  for  the 
period  from  May  29, 1975  through  June  7, 
1975. 

By  the  Commission. 

[SEAL]  George  A.  Fitzsimmons, 

Secretary. 

(PR  Doc.76-14716  Filed  8-4-75;8;45  am] 
(Pile  No.  600-1] 

CONTINENTAL  VENDING  MACHINE  CORP. 

Suspension  of  Trading 

May  29,  1975. 

It  appearing  to  the  Securities  and 
Exchange  Commission  that  the  summary 
suspension  of  trading  in  the  common 
stock  of  Continental  Vending  Machine 
Corporation  being  traded  otherwise  than 
on  a  national  securities  exchange  is  re¬ 
quired  in  the  public  Interest  and  for  the 
protection  of  investors; 

Therefore,  pursuant  to  section  15(c) 

(5)  of  the  Securities  Exchange  Act  of 
1934,  trading  in  such  securities  other¬ 
wise  than  on  a  national  securities  ex¬ 
change  is  suspended,  for  the  period  from 
May  30,  1975  through  June  8,  1975. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  George  A.  Fitzsimmons, 
Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.76-14717  FUed  6-4-75; 8:45  am] 


IFlle  No.  600-1] 

TOTH  ALUMINUM  COMPANY 
Suspension  of  Trading 

May  28,  1975. 

It  appearing  to  the  Securities  and  Ex¬ 
change  Commission  that  the  summary 
suspension  of  trading  in  the  common 
stock  of  Toth  Aluminum  Company  being 
traded  otherwise  than  on  a  national  se¬ 
curities  exchange  is  required  in  the  pub¬ 
lic  interest  and  for  the  protection  of 
investors; 

Therefore,  pursuant  to  section  15(c) 
(5)  of  the  Securities  Exchange  Act  of 
1934,  trading  in  such  securities  other¬ 
wise  than  on  a  national  securities  ex¬ 
change  is  suspended,  for  the  period 
from  10  a.m.  (e.d.t.)  on  May  29, 1975  and 
terminating  at  midnight  (e.d.t.)  on 
June  7, 1975. 

By  the  Commission. 

(sealI  George  A.  Fitzsimmons, 

Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.75-14718  Filed  6-8-75:8:45  am] 

SPECIAL  REPRESENTATIVE  FOR 
TRADE  NEGOTIATIONS  OFFICE 

LABOR  POLICY  AND  LABOR  SECTOR  AD¬ 
VISORY  COMMITTEES  FOR  MULTILAT¬ 
ERAL  TRADE  NEGOTIATIONS 

Meetings 

Cross  Reference;  For  a  document 
affecting  the  above,  see  Department  of 
Labor,  Office  of  the  Secretary,  FR  Doc. 
75-14854,  infra. 


DEPARTMENT  OF  LABOR 

Manpower  Administration 

EMPLOYMENT  TRANSFER  AND  BUSINESS 
COMPETITION  DETERMINATIONS  UN¬ 
DER  THE  RURAL  DEVELOPMENT  ACT 

Notice  of  Applications 
The  organizations  listed  In  the  attach¬ 
ment  have  applied  to  the  Secretary  of 
Agriculture  for  financial  assistance  In  the 
form  of  grants,  loans,  or  loan  guarantees 
in  order  to  establish  or  improve  facilities 
at  the  locations  listed  for  the  purposes 
given  in  the  attached  list.  The  financial 
assistance  would  be  authorized  by  the 
Consolidated  Farm  and  Rural  Develop¬ 
ment  Act,  as  amended,  7  UB.C.  1924(b), 
1932,  or  1942(b) . 

The  Act  requires  the  Secretary  of  La¬ 
bor  to  determine  whether  such  Federal 
assistance  is  calculated  to  or  Is  likely 
to  result  in  the  transfer  from  one  area 
to  another  of  any  employment  or  busi¬ 
ness  activity  provided  by  operations  of 
the  applicant.  It  is  permisslUe  to  assist 


the  establishment  of  a  new  branch,  affil- 
Ite  or  subsidiary,  only  If  this  will  not 
result  in  increased  unemployment  in  the 
place  of  present  operations  and  there  is 
no  reason  to  believe  the  new  facility  is 
being  established  with  the  intention  of 
closing  down  an  operating  facility. 

The  Act  also  prohibits  such  assistance 
if  the  Secretary  of  Labor  determines  that 
it  is  calculated  to  or  is  likely  to  result  in 
an  increase  in  the  production  of  goods, 
materials,  or  commodities,  or  the  avail¬ 
ability  of  services  or  facilities  in  the  area, 
when  there  is  not  sufficient  demand  for 
such  goods,  materials,  commodities, 
services,  or  facilities  to  employ  the  effi¬ 
cient  capacity  of  existing  competitive 
commercial  or  Industrial  enterprises,  im- 
less  such  financial  or  other  assistance 
will  not  have  an  adverse  effect  upon  ex¬ 
isting  competitive  enterprises  in  the  area. 

The  Secretary  of  Labor’s  review  and 
certification  procedures  are  set  forth  at 
29  CFR  Part  75,  published  January  29, 
1975  (40  FR  4393).  In  determining 
whether  the  applications  should  be  ap¬ 
proved  or  denied,  the  Secretary  will  take 
into  consideration  the  following  factors: 

1.  The  overall  emplosment  and  im- 
employment  situation  in  the  local  area 
in  which  the  proposed  facility  will  be  lo¬ 
cated. 

2.  Employment  trends  in  the  same  in¬ 
dustry  in  the  local  area. 

3.  The  potential  effect  of  the  new  facil¬ 
ity  upon  the  local  labor  market,  with  par¬ 
ticular  emphasis  upon  its  potential  im¬ 
pact  upon  competitive  enterprises  in  the 
same  area. 

4.  The  competitive  effect  upon  other 
facilities  in  the  same  industry  located  in 
other  areas  (where  such  c<Hnpetition  is 
a  factor) . 

5.  In  the  case  of  applications  involving 
the  establishment  of  branch  plants  or 
facilities,  the  potential  effect  of  such  new 
facilities  on  other  existing  plants  or  fa¬ 
cilities  cgierated  by  the  applicant. 

All  persons  wishing  to  bring  to  the  at¬ 
tention  of  the  Secretary  of  Labor  any  in¬ 
formation  pertinent  to  the  determina¬ 
tions  which  must  be  made  regarding 
these  applications  are  invited  to  submit 
such  information  in  writing  within  two' 
weeks  of  publication  of  this  notice  to: 
Deputy  Assistant  Secretary  for  Man¬ 
power,  601  D  Street,  NW,  Washingt<m, 
D.C.  20213. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.  this  Sec¬ 
ond  day  of  June,  1975. 

Ben  BurosIskt, 

Deputy  Assistant  Secretary 
for  Manpower, 
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Name  of  applicant 

Location  of  enterprise 

Principal  product  or  activity 

Lonia  Linda  Knitting  Mills,  Ine.i _ 

San  German  and  Arroyo,  P.R... 

manufacture  of  press  rolls. 

...  Manufacture  of  sweaters. 

processing. 

H.  O.  Forgy  &  Son,  Ine.  (tenant  of  the 
industrial  development  board  of  the 
city  of  Jackson). 

mefals. 

tbermoplastlc  components. 

grains. 

Johnson,  BJomsta^  and  Homung 
(tenant  to  dty  of  Walballa). 

Alvin  Getting _ _ 

Anthentic  Homes  Corp... _ _ 

Walhalla,  N.  Dak . 

...  Warehousing  andfstorage  of  potatoes. 

Wessington  Sprinn,  8.  Dak . 

Albany  County,  Wyo _ _ _ 

...  Butter  and  cheese  processing. 

...  Manufacture  of  precut  log  borne  kits. 

[PR  Doc.76-14744  Piled  6-4-76:8:46  amj 


Office  of  the  Secretary 

LABOR  POLICY  AND  LABOR  SECTOR  AD¬ 
VISORY  COMMITTEES  FOR  MULTILAT¬ 
ERAL  TRADE  NEGOTIATIONS 

Meetings 

A  meeting  of  the  Labor  Policy  Advisory 
Committee  for  Multilateral  Trade  Nego¬ 
tiations  and  each  of  the  six  Labor  Sector 
Advisory  C<mimittees  for  Multilateral 
Trade  Negotiations  will  be  held  at  the 
U.6.  Department  of  Labor,  3rd  and  Con¬ 
stitution  Avenue,  NW.,  Washington,  D.C. 
as  indicated  below: 

1.  Combined  Labor  PoUcy  and  Labor  Sectw 
Advisory  Committees,  Room  N&437,  June  18 — 
10  a.m. 

2.  Labor  Sector  Advisory  Committee  on 
Electrical  and  Electronic  Equipment  and 
Supplies  and  Nonelectrloal  Machinery  (I), 
Room  N6437  A.  June  18 — 2  pjn. 

3.  Labor  Sector  Advisory  Committee  on 
Pood  and  Agriculttiral  Products  and  Chemi¬ 
cal,  Plastic  and  Rubber  Products  (II) ,  Room 
N6437  D,  June  18—2  pm. 

4.  Labor  Sector  Advisory  Committee  on 
Services  (lH),  Room  N6437  C,  June  19 — 10 
a.m. 

6.  Labor  Sector  Advisory  Committee  cm 
Textile,  Apparel  and  Leather  Products  and 
Miscellaneotis  Manufacturing  Indtistrles 
(IV) ,  Room  K6437  D,  Jime  19 — 10  am. 

6.  Labor  Sector  Advisory  Committee  on 
Lumber,  Wood  and  Paper  Products  and 
Stone,  Clay  and  Glass  Products  (V).  Room 
N&437  C,  June  19 — 2  pm. 

7.  Labor  Sector  Advisory  Committee  on 
Transportation  Equipment  and  Primary  and 
Pabrlcated  Metal  Products  (VI) .  Room  N6437 
D,  June  19 — 2  p.m. 

Agenda  items  for  all  meetings  are  as 
follows: 

I.  Opening  Remarks  by  Presiding  Officer, 
n.  Election  of  Chairman  and  Vice  Chair¬ 
man. 

m.  Organizational  Issues. 

IV.  Report,  on  Current  Status  of  Negotia¬ 
tions  by  the  Office  of  the  Special  Rep¬ 
resentative  for  Trade  Negotiations. 

V.  Immediate  Issues  for  Committee  Rec- 
iHnmendatlons. 

VI.  Discussion  Period, 
vn.  Announcements  and  Adjournment. 

The  meetings  will  be  (ven  to  public 
attendance,  and  a  limited  number  of 
■eats  will  be  available.  Any  member  of 


the  public  who  wishes  to  file  a  written 
statement  with  the  Committees  may  do 
so  before  or  after  the  meeting. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.  on  this  3rd 
day  of  June  1975. 

Joel  Segall, 

Deputy  Under  Secretary,  Inter¬ 
national  Affairs,  V.S.  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Labor. 

Kenneth  Guenther, 
Acting  Deputy  Special  Repre¬ 
sentative  for  Trade  Negotia¬ 
tions,  Office  of  the  Special 
Representative  for  Trade  Ne¬ 
gotiations. 

[PR  Doc.76-14864  Filed  6-4-76;  8: 46  am] 


INTERSTATE  COMMERCE 
COMMISSION 

[AB  1  (Sub.  Nos.  81,  86)  ] 

CHICAGO  &  NORTH  WESTERN 
TRANSPORTATION  CO. 

Abandonment 

In  the  matter  of  Chicago  and  North 
Western  Transportation  Company,  aban¬ 
donment  between  Bingham  Lake,  and 
Currie,  Cottonwood  and  Murray  Coun¬ 
ties,  Minnesota  (AB  1  (Sub.  No.  31)); 
and 

Chicago  and  North  Western  Transpor¬ 
tation  Company,  abandonment  between 
Heron  Lake  and  Lake  Wilson,  In  Jack- 
son,  Nobles  and  Murray  Counties,  Min¬ 
nesota  (AB  1  (Sub.  No.  35) ). 

Upon  consideration  of  the  record  In 
the  above-entitled  proceedings,  and  of  a 
staff-prepared  environmental  threshold 
assessment  survey  which  Is  available  to 
the  public  upon  request;  and 

It  appearing,  that  no  mvlronmental 
Impact  stat^ent  need  be  Issued  In  these 
proceedings  because  these  proceedings 
do  not  represent  a  major  Federal  action 
significantly  affecting  the  quality  of  the 
human  envlrcmment  within  the  mecmlng 
of  the  Nati<mal  Environmental  Policy 
Act  of  1969,  42  n.S.C.  4321,  et  seq.:  and 
good  cause  aiHiearing  therefor: 

It  is  ordered,  ‘Ihat  applicant  be,  and 
It  Is  hereby,  directed  to  publish  the  ap¬ 


pended  notice  In  newspapers  of  general 
circulation  in  Cottonwood,  Nobles,  Jack- 
son  and  Murray  Counties,  Minn.,  on  or 
before  June  17,  1975  and  certify  to  the 
Commission  that  this  has  been  accom¬ 
plished. 

And  it  is  further  ordered.  That  notice 
of  this  order  shall  be  given  to  the  general 
public  by  depositing  a  copy  thereof  In 
the  Office  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Com¬ 
mission  at  Washington,  D.C.,  and  by  for¬ 
warding  a  copy  to  the  Director,  Office 
of  the  Federal  Register,  for  publication 
in  the  Federal  Register. 

Dated  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  22nd 
day  of  May,  1975. 

By  the  Commission,  Commissioner 
Tuggle. 

[SEAL]  Joseph  M.  Harrington, 
Acting  Secretary. 

[AB  1  (Sub-No.  31)1 

Chicago  and  North  Western  Transporta¬ 
tion  Company,  Abandonment  Between 
Bingham  Lake,  and  Currie,  Cottonwood 
and  Murray  Counties,  Minnesota 

[AB  1  (Sub-No.  36)  ] 

Chicago  and  North  Western  Transporta¬ 
tion  Company,  Abandonment  Between 
Heron  Lake  and  Lake  Widson,  in  Jack- 
son,  Nobles  and  Murray  Counties, 
Minnesota 

The  Interstate  Commerce  Commission 
hereby  gives  notice  that  by  order  dated 
May  22,  1976,  It  has  been  determined  that  the 
propos^  abandonment  by  TTie  Chicago  and 
North  Western  Transportation  Company  of 
some  36.6  miles  of  Une  between  Heron  Lake 
and  Lake  Wilson,  Minn.,  and  38.33  miles  of 
line  between  Bingham  Lake  and  Currie, 
Minn.,  If  approved  by  the  Ckunmlssion,  does 
not  constitute  a  major  Federal  action  signifi¬ 
cantly  affecting  the  quaUty  of  the  human  en¬ 
vironment  within  the  meaning  of  the  Na¬ 
tional  Environmental  PoUcy  Act  of  1969 
(NEPA),  42  n.8.c.  4321,  et  seq.,  and  that 
preparation  of  a  detaUed  environmental  im¬ 
pact  statement  wlU  not  be  required  under 
section  4332(2)  (C)  of  the  NEPA. 

It  was  concluded,  among  other  things,  that 
the  environmental  Impacts  of  the  proposed 
action  ere  considered  Insignificant  because 
traffic  over  the  line  has  been  at  a  consistently 
low  volume  and  area  is  both  rural  and  agri¬ 
cultural  with  no  planned  Industrial  devel(H>' 
ment.  Also,  adequate  highways  and  alternate 
rail  tran^ortaUon  exists  In  the  cues.  If  the 
right-of-way  Is  returned  to  the  titled  land- 
owners  and  converted  to  agriculture,  some 
Important  wildlife  habitats  will  be  lost.  How¬ 
ever,  there  exists  alternate  cover  sites  at  the 
wildlife  management  areas  In  the  vicinity. 

This  determination  was  based  upon  the 
staff  preparation  and  consideration  of  an  en¬ 
vironmental  threshold  assessment  survey, 
which  Is  available  on  request  to  the  Inter¬ 
state  Commerce  Commission,  Office  of  Pro¬ 
ceedings,  Washington,  D.C.  20423;  telephone 
202-343-2086. 

Interested  persons  may  comment  on  this 
matter  by  filing  their  statements  in  writing 
with  the  Interstate  Commerce  Commission, 
Washington,  D.C.,  20423,  on  or  before  July  2, 
1976. 

This  negative  environmental  determina¬ 
tion  ehiUl  become  final  unless  good  and  suf¬ 
ficient  reason  demonstrating  why  an  environ¬ 
mental  Impact  statement  should  be  prepared 
for  t.ni«  action  Is  submitted  to  the  Commis¬ 
sion  by  the  above-ctpeclfied  date. 

[PR  Doc.75-14769  Filed  6-4-76;8:46  am] 
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[AB  1  (Sub-No.  25)  ] 

CHICAGO  &  NORTH  WESTERN 
TRANSPORTATION  CO. 

Abandonments 

In  the  matter  of  Chicago  and  North 
Western  Transportation  Company, 
abandonment  between  Conrad  and 
Eldora,  in  Grundy  and  Hardin  Coimties, 
Iowa. 

Upon  consideration  of  the  record  in  the 
above-entitled  proceeding,  and  of  a  staff- 
tx'epared  environmental  threshold  as¬ 
sessment  survey  which  is  available  for 
public  inspection  upon  request;  and 

It  appearing,  that  no  environmental 
impact  statement  need  be  issued  in  this 
proceeding  because  this  proceeding  does 
not  represent  a  major  Federal  action 
significantly  affecting  the  quality  of  the 
hiunan  environmeht  within  the  meaning 
of  the  National  Environmental  Policy  Act 
of  1969,  42  U.S.C.  section  4321,  et  seq.; 
and  good  cause  appearing  therefor: 

It  is  ordered,  liiat  applicant  be,  and 
It  is  hereby  directed  to  publish  the  ap¬ 
pended  notice  in  a  newspaper  of  general 
circulation  in  Grundy  and  Hardin  Coun¬ 
ties.  Iowa,  on  or  before  June  17,  1975 
and  certify  to  the  Commission  that  this 
has  been  accomplished. 

And  it  is  further  ordered.  That  notice 
of  this  order  shall  be  given  to  the  general 
public  by  depositing  a  copy  thereof  in  the 
Oflace  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Commis- 
si(Hi  at  Washington,  D.C.,  and  by  for¬ 
warding  a  copy  to  the  Director,  OfiBce  of 
the  Federal  Register,  for  publication  in 
the  Federal  Register. 

Dated  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  22nd 
day  of  May,  1975. 

By  the  Commission,  Commissioner 
Tuggle. 

[seal]  Joseph  M.  Harrington, 

Acting  Secretary. 

[AB  1  (Sub-No.  26)1 

Chicago  and  North  Westban  Transportation 

Company,  Abandonment  Between  Conrad 

and  Eij>ora,  in  Orundt  and  Hardin  Coun¬ 
ties,  Iowa 

The  Interstate  Commerce  Commission 
hereby  gives  notice  that  by  order  dated  May 
22,  1975,  It  has  been  determined  that  the 
proposed  abandonment  by  the  Chicago  and 
North  Western  Transportation  Company  of 
Its  line  between  milepost  27.9  near  Conrad 
and  mUepost  6.1  near  Eldora,  a  distance  of 
approximately  16.3  miles,  In  Grundy  and 
Hardin  Counties,  Iowa,  If  approved  by  the 
Commission,  does  not  constitute  a  major 
Federal  action  significantly  affecting  the 
quality  of  the  human  environment  within 
the  meaning  of  the  National  Environmental 
Policy  Act  of  1969  (NEPA),  42  U.S.C.  4331, 
et  aeq.,  and  that  preparation  of  a  detailed 
environmental  Impact  statement  wUl  not  be 
required  under  section  4332(2)  (C)  of  the 
NEPA. 

It  was  concluded,  among  other  things,  that 
the  environmental  effects  of  the  pr(^x)6ed 
action  are  considered  to  be  Insignificant  be¬ 
cause  (1)  the  volume  of  traffic  handled  on 
the  line  has  been  low  and  la  deciming,  (2) 
any  resultant  diversion  of  traffic  frmn  rail  to 
truck  wlU  not  have  a  significant  Impact  on 
air  and  water  quality,  and  (3)  both  Eldora 
and  Conrad  wUl  continue  to  have  rail  service 
available. 


This  determination  was  based  upon  the 
staff  preparation  and  consideration  of  an 
environmental  threshold  assessment  survey, 
which  Is  available  on  request  to  the  Inter¬ 
state  Commerce  Conunlsslon,  Office  of  Pro¬ 
ceedings,  Washington,  D.C.  20423;  telephone 
202-343-2086. 

Interested  persons  may  comment  on  this 
matter  by  filing  their  statements  In  writing 
with  the  Interstate  Commerce  Commission, 
Washington,  D.C.  20423,  on  or  before  July  2, 
1975. 

This  negative  environmental  determination 
shall  become  final  unless  good  and  sufficient 
reason  demonstrating  why  an  environmental 
Impact  statement  should  be  prepared  for  this 
action  is  submitted  to  the  Commission  by 
the  above-specified  date. 

[PR  Doc.75-14770  Piled  6-4-75;8:45  am] 


[  Notice  No.  1) 

MOTOR  CARRIER  BOARD  TRANSFER 
PROCEEDINGS 

June  2, 1975. 

Synopses  of  orders  entered  by  the 
Motor  Carrier  Board  of  the  Commission 
pursuant  to  sections  212(b),  206(a),  211, 
312(b),  and  410(g)  of  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Act,  and  rules  and  regulations 
prescribed  thereimder  (49  CFR  Part 
1132) ,  appear  below: 

Each  application  (except  as  otherwise 
specifically  noted)  filed  after  March  27, 
1972,  contains  a  statement  by  applicants 
that  there  will  be  no  significant  effect 
on  the  quality  of  the  human  environ¬ 
ment  resulting  from  approval  of  the  ap¬ 
plication.  As  provided  in  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  Special  Rules  of  Practice  any  in¬ 
terested  person  may  file  a  petition  seek¬ 
ing  reconsideration  of  the  following 
numbered  proceedings  on  or  before 
June  23,  1975.  Pursuant  to  section  17(8) 
of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Act,  the 
filing  of  such  a  petition  will  postpone 
the  effective  date  of  the  order  in  that 
proceeding  pending  its  disposition.  The 
matters  relied  upon  by  petitioners  must 
be  specified  in  their  petitions  with  par¬ 
ticularity. 

No.  MC  PC-75828.  By  order  entered 
May  29,  1975,  the  Motor  Carrier  Board 
approved  the  transfer  to  Macey  Transfer 
&  Storage.  Inc.,  Jamestown,  N.Y..  of  that 
portion  of  COrtiflcate  of  Recdstration  No. 
MC-57281  (Sub-No.  1).  Issued  Decem¬ 
ber  2, 1970,  to  Hector  Transportation  Co., 
Inc.,  Jamestown,  N.Y.,  evidencing  a  right 
to  engage  in  transportation,  in  Interstate 
or  foreign  commerce,  of  general  com¬ 
modities,  as  defined  in  Section  800.01  of 
Title  16  of  the  OfiSclal  Compilation  of 
Codes,  Rules  and  Regulations  of  the 
State  of  New  York,  except  new  furniture, 
between  all  points  in  the  county  of 
Chautauqua,  New  York.  Kenneth  T. 
Johnson,  Bankers  Trust  Building,  James¬ 
town,  N.Y.  14701,  attorney  for  aiH>licants. 

No.  MC  PC-75842.  By  order  entered 
May  29,  1975,  the  Motor  Carrier  Board 
approved  the  transfer  to  Gerald  Ham- 
sher,  Nunda,  N.Y.,  of  the  operating  rights 
set  forth  in  Certificate  No.  MC-126109. 
Issued  March  22.  1974,  to  Trecho  Trans¬ 
port,  Inc.,  Homell,  N.Y.,  authorizing  the 


dump  vehicles  and  in  bags,  from  points 
in  Liivingston  and  Wa3me  Counties  N.Y., 
to  points  in  Bradford,  Lackawanna,  Pot¬ 
ter,  Susquehanna,  Tioga,  Wayne,  and 
Wyoming  Counties,  Pa.  S.  Michael  Rich¬ 
ards,  P.O.  Box  225,  44  North  Ave., 
Webster,  N.Y,  14580,  practitioner  for 
applicants. 

[seal]  Joseph  M.  Harrington, 

Acting  Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.75-14764  Piled  6-4-76;8:45  am] 


[Notice  No.  2] 

MOTOR  CARRIER  TRANSFER 
PROCEEDINGS 

June  5,  1975. 

Application  filed  for  temporary  au¬ 
thority  under  section  210a(b)  in  connec¬ 
tion  with  transfer  application  under 
section  212(b)  and  Transfer  Rules,  49 
CFR  Part  1132; 

No.  MC-PC-75770.  By  application  filed 
AprU  28,  1975,  JOSEPH  M.  BOOTH, 
doing  business  as  B(X)TH’S  TOW  SERV¬ 
ICE,  300  W.  79th  St.,  Kansas  City,  MO 
64114,  seeks  temporary  authority  to  lease 
the  operating  rights  of  THIRD  NA¬ 
TIONAL  BANK  OP  SEDALIA,  MO, 
NATIONAL  BANKING  ASSOCIATION, 
Secured  Creditor  of  J  &  N  INVESTMENT 
CO.,  doing  business  as  NORTH  KANSAS 
CITY  TOW  SERVICE,  500  W.  4th  St.. 
Kansas  City,  MO  64111,  under  section 
210a(b).  The  transfer  to  JOSEPH  M. 
BCXXTH,  doing  business  as  BOOTH’S 
TOW  SERVICE,  of  the  operating  rights 
of  THIRD  NATIONAL  BANK  OP  SE- 
DALIA,  MO,  NATIONAL  BANKING 
ASSCX7IATION,  Secured  CTreditor  of 
J  &  N  INVESTMENT  CO.,  doing  business 
as  NORTH  KANSAS  CITY  TOW  SERV¬ 
ICE,  is  presently  pending. 

By  the  Commission. 

[SEAL]  Joseph  M.  Harrington, 

Acting  Secretary. 

[PR  Doc.75-14765  PUed  6-4-75;8:45  am] 


[Notice  3] 

MOTOR  CARRIER  TRANSFER 
PROCEEDINGS 

June  5,  1975. 

Application  filed  for  temporary  au¬ 
thority  imder  section  210a(b)  hi  con¬ 
nection  with  transfer  application  under 
section  212(b)  and  Transfer  Rules,  49 
CFR  Part  1132: 

No.  MC-PC-75896.  By  application  filed 
May  27,  1975,  MY-OWN  TRUCKING 
CO.,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  21,  Westbury,  NY 
11590,  seeks  temporary  authority  to  lease 
a  portion  of  the  operating  rights  of 
HAMILTON  MOTOR  LINES,  INC. 
(WILLIAM  S.  KAYE,  Assignee  for  the 
Benefit  of  Creditors),  118-21  Queens 
Blvd.,  Forest  Hills.  NY  11375,  imder  sec¬ 
tion  210a(b).  The  transfer  to  MY-OWN 


TRUCKING  CO.,  INC.,  of  a  portion  of 
the  operating  rights  of  HAMILTON 
transportaticm  of  fertUizer,  in  bulk.  In  MOTOR  LINES,  INC.  (WILLIAM  & 
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KAYE,  Assignee  for  the  Benefit  of 
Creditors) ,  is  presently  pending. 

By  the  ConunissioxL 

[seal]  Joseph  M.  Habrington, 
Acting  Secretary. 
IFR  Doc.75-14766  Piled  6-4-75;8:46  amj 


(AB  26  (Sub-No.  6)  ] 

SOUTHERN  RAILWAY  CO. 

Abandonment 

In  the  matter  of  Southern  Railway 
Company,  abandonment  at  Hawkinsville, 
Pulaski  Coimty,  Georgia. 

Upon  consideration  of  the  record  in 
the  above-entitled  proceeding,  and  of  a 
staff -prepared  environmental  threshold 
assessment  survey  which  is  available  to 
the  public  upon  request;  and 

It  appearing,  that  no  environmental 
Impact  statement  need  be  Issued  in  this 
proceeding  because  this  proceeding  does 
not  represent  a  major  Federal  action 
significantly  affecting  the  quality  of  the 
human  environment  within  the  meaning 
of  the  National  Environmental  Policy 
Act  of  1969,  42  n.s.c.  4321,  et  seq.;  and 
good  cause  appearing  therefor: 

It  is  ordered.  That  applicant  be,  and  it 
is  hereby,  directed  to  publish  the  ap¬ 
pended  notice  in  a  newspaper  of  general 
circulation  in  Pulaski  County.  Ga.,  (hi  or 
before  June  17,  1975  and  certify  to  the 
Commission  that  this  heis  been  accom¬ 
plished. 

And  it  is  further  ordered.  That  notice 
of  this  order  shall  be  given  to  the  general 
public  by  depositing  a  copy  thereof  in  the 
Office  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Commission 
at  Washhigton,  D.C.,  and  by  forwarding 
a  copy  to  the  Director,  Office  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register,  for  publication  in  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register. 

Dated  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  22nd 
day  of  May,  1975. 

By  the  Commission,  Commissioner 
Tuggle. 

[seal]  Joseph  M.  Harrington, 
Acting  Secretary. 

[AB  26  (Sul>-No.  6)  ] 

Southern  Railwat  Oompant,  Abandonment 
AT  Hawkinsville,  Pulaski  County,  Georgia 

The  Interstate  Commerce  Commission 
hereby  gives  notice  that  by  order  dated  May 
22, 1975,  It  has  been  determined  that  the  pro- 
poeed  abandonment  of  operations  by  South¬ 
ern  Railway  Company  over  .715  miles  of  Its 
branch  line  at  Hawkinsville,  Ga.,  between 
Milepost  1j-6.53  and  MUepost  Ij-10.245,  to¬ 
gether  with  approximately  1.58  miles  of  side 
tracks,  all  in  Pulaski  County,  Ga.,  if  approved 
by  the  Commission,  does  not  constitute  a 
major  Federal  action  significantly  affecting 
the  quality  of  the  human  environment  with¬ 
in  the  meaning  of  the  National  Environ¬ 
mental  Policy  Act  of  1969  (NEPA),  42  UB.C. 
4321,  et  seq.,  and  that  preparation  of  a  de¬ 
tailed  environmental  impact  statement  will 
not  be  required  under  section  4332(2}  (C)  of 
the  NEPA. 

It  was  con<duded,  among  other  things,  that 
the  environmental  impacts  of  the  proposed 
action  are  c<msidered  inslgnlflcant  due  to  (1) 
the  low  amount  of  traffic  handled  on  the 
.716-mlle  end  of  the  branch  line  between 
Hawkinsville  and  Cochran,  Oa.,  (2)  the  avail¬ 


ability  of  the  applicant’s  planned  team  track 
located  .715  miles  east  of  Hawkinsville  which 
will  continue  rail  service  in  the  area,  and  (3) 
the  adequacy  of  U.S.  and  State  highways 
that  serve  the  affected  area.  In  addition,  if 
the  abandonment  is  approved,  local  or  any 
other  public  body  will  have  the  opportunity 
to  offer  to  purchase  all  or  part  of  the  depot 
property  for  public  use. 

This  determination  was  based  upon  the 
staff  preparation  and  consideration  of  an 
environmental  threshold  assessment  survey, 
which  is  available  on  request  to  the  Inter¬ 
state  Commerce  Commission,  Office  of  Pro¬ 
ceedings,  Washington,  D.C.  20423;  telephone 
202-343-2086. 

Interested  persons  may, comment  on  this 
matter  by  filing  their  statements  in  writing 
with  the  Interstate  Commerce  Commission, 
Washington,  D.C.  20423,  on  or  before  July  2, 
1975. 

'This  negative  environmental  determina¬ 
tion  shall  become  final  unless  good  and  suffi¬ 
cient  reason  demonstrating  why  an  environ¬ 
mental  impact  statement  should  be  prepared 
for  this  action  is  submitted  to  the  Commis¬ 
sion  by  the  above-specified  date. 

(FR  Doc.75-14768  FUed  6-4-75;8;45  am  J 


[Notice  882] 

ASSIGNMENT  OF  HEARINGS 

June  2, 1975. 

Cases  assigned  for  hearing,  postpone¬ 
ment,  cancellation  or  oral  argument  ap- 
per  below  and  will  be  published  only 
once.  Tliis  list  contains  prospective  as¬ 
signments  (Hily  and  does  not  include 
cases  previously  assigned  hearing  dates. 
The  hearings  Will  be  on  the  Issues  as 
presoitly  reflected  In  the  Official  Docket 
of  the  Commission.  An  attempt  will  be 
made  to  publish  notices  of  cancellation 
of  hearings  as  promptly  as  possible,  but 
Interested  parties  should  take  apprcnirl- 
ate  steps  to  insure  that  they  are  notified 
of  cancellaticm  or  postponements  of 
hearings  in  which  they  are  interested. 

MC  124004  Sub  28,  Richard  Dahn,  Inc.,  now 
assigned  July  22,  1076  (1  day),  at  Chicago, 
minols,  wlU  be  held  In  Boom  lOeOA. 
Everett  McKinley  Dlrksen  Bldg.,  219  8. 
Dearborn  Street. 

MC  43963  Sub  8,  Chief  Truck  Lines,  Inc.,  now 
assigned  July  23,  1976  at  Chicago,  Illinois, 
wUl  be  held  In  Boom  lOeSA,  Everett  Mc¬ 
Kinley  Dlrksen  Bldg.,  219  8.  Dearborn 
8treet. 

MC  41404  Sub  118,  Argo-Colller  Truck  Lines 
Corporation,  now  assigned  July  24.  1976  at 
Chicago,  Illinois,  wUl  be  held  In  Boom 
1086A,  Everett  McEUnley  Dlrksen  Bldg., 
219  S.  DearbCBm  Street. 

MC  128030  Sub  90,  TTie  Stout  Trucking  Co., 
Inc.,  now  assigned  July  28,  1976  at  Chicago, 
Illinois,  wlU  be  held  In  IUkhu  1086A,  Ever¬ 
ett  McKinley  Dlrksen  Bldg.,  219  8.  Dear¬ 
born  Street. 

MC  61146  Sub  406,  Schneider  Transport,  Inc., 
now  being  assl^ed  September  9.  1976  (1 
day),  at  Chicago,  Ill.;  In  a  hearing  room 
to  be  later  designated. 

FF  116  Sub  1,  Davies,  Turner  A  Company, 
now  being  assigned  September  10,  1976  (8 
days),  at  Chicago.  HI.;  in  a  hearing  room 
to  be  later  designated. 

MO  114046  (Sub-No.  40d),  TTans-Cold  Ex¬ 
press,  Inc.,  now  being  assigned  September 
16,  1976  (2  days),  at  Chicago,  HI.;  in  a 
hearing  room  to  be  later  designated. 

MC  61146  Sub  406,  Schneider  'lYansport,  Inc., 
now  being  assigned  September  17,  1976  (1 
day),  at  Chicago,  HI.;  In  a  hearing  room 
to  be  later  designated. 


MC-C-8568  Oscar  C.  Radke,  d.b.a.  Badke 
Transit — ^Investigation  and  Bevocatlon  of 
Certificates  and  MC  108435  Sub  22,  Oscar 
C.  Radke,  d.bji.  Radke  Transit,  now  being 
assigned  September  18,  1976  (2  days),  at 
Chicago,  m.;  In  a  hearing  room  to  be  later 
designated. 

MC  124170  Sub  47,  Frostways,  Inc.,  and  MC 
124170  Sub  48,  Frostways,  Inc.,  now  as¬ 
signed  July  30,  1976  at  Chicago,  Illinois, 
will  be  held  In  Room  1086A,  Everett  Mc¬ 
Kinley  Dlrksen  Building,  219  S.  Dearborn 
Street. 

MC  119656  Sub  32,  North  Express,  Inc.,  now 
assigned  July  8,  1975  at  Chicago.  Illinois; 
will  be  held  In  Room  1086A,  Everett  Mc¬ 
Kinley  Dlrksen  Building,  219  S.  Dearborn 
Street. 

MC  118989  Sub  116,  Container  Transit,  Inc. 
and  MC  126276,  Sub  104,  Fast  Motor  Serv¬ 
ice,  Inc.;  now  assigned  July  9,  1975  at  Chi¬ 
cago,  Illinois;  will  be  held  In  Room  1086A, 
Everett  McKinley  Dlrksen  Building,  219  S. 
Dearborn  Street. 

MC  128030  Sub  79,  The  Stout  Trucking  Co., 
Inc.,  now  assigned  July  14, 1975  at  Chicago, 
Illinois;  will  be  held  In  Room  1086A, 
Everett  McKinley  Dlrksen  Building,  219  S. 
Dearborn  Street. 

MC  14702  Sub  66,  Ohio  Fast  Freight,  Inc., 
now  assigned  July  8,  1975  at  Columbus, 
Ohio;  will  be  held  In  Room  236,  Federal 
Office  Building,  85  Marconi  Boidevard. 

MC-C-8339,  Quick  Air  Freight,  Inc.,  Et  Al. 
V  Mt.  Vernon  Aviation,  now  assigned  July 
9,  1975  at  Columbus,  Ohio;  will  be  held  In 
RocHn  235,  Federal  Office  Building,  85  Mar¬ 
coni  Boulevard. 

MC-F-12090.  Cedar  Rapids  Steel  Transporta¬ 
tion,  Inc. — ^Purchase — ^The  Klnnlson  Truck¬ 
ing  Company  A  MC  114273  Sub  168  and 
Sub  228,  Cedar  Rapids  Steel  Transporta¬ 
tion,  Inc.  now  assigned  July  14.  1976  at 
Columbus.  Ohio;  will  be  held  In  Room  236, 
Federal  Office  Building,  Marconi  Boule¬ 
vard. 

MC  123639  Sub  159,  J.  B.  Montgomery,  Inc., 
now  assigned  July  28,  1976  at  Amarillo, 
Texas  Is  cancelled  and  the  application  Is 
dismissed. 

MC  134838  Sub  11,  Southeastern  Transfer  A 
Storage  Co.,  Inc.,  now  assigned  July  21, 
1975,  at  Atlanta,  Georgia,  will  be  held  In 
Room  305,  1252  W.  Peachtree  Street. 

MC-F  12250,  Lovelace  Truck  Service,  Inc. — 
Purchase  (portion) — ^Atkinson  Lines,  Inc., 
and  MC  161  Sub  63,  Lovelace  Truck  Serv¬ 
ice.,  Ino.,  now  assigned  July  21.  1976,  at 
Columbus,  Ohio,  will  be  held  In  Boom  235, 
Federal  Office  Building,  85  Marconi  Boule¬ 
vard. 

MC  134477  Sub  70,  Schanno  Transportation, 
Inc.,  now  assigned  July  28,  1975,  at 
Amarillo,  Texas,  Is  canceled  and  the  ap¬ 
plication  Is  dismissed. 

MC  138657  Sub  7.  Walt  Keith  Trucking,  Inc., 
now  assigned  July  15,  1975,  at  Kansas  City, 
Mo.,  will  be  held  in  Boom  609,  Federal  Of¬ 
fice  Building,  911  Walnut  St. 

MC  133591  Sub  13,  Wayne  Daniel  Truck  Line, 
Inc.,  now  assigned  July  16,  1976,  at  Kansa.s 
City,  Mo.,  will  be  held  in  Boom  609,  Federal 
Office  Building,  911  Walnut  St. 

MC  119493  Sub  134,  Monkem  Company.  Inc., 
now  assigned  July  17,  1975,  at  Kansas  City. 
Mo.,  will  be  held  in  Boom  609,  Federal  Of¬ 
fice  BuUdlng,  911  Walnut  St. 

MC  113908  Sub  241,  Erickson  Transport  Corp.. 
now  assigned  July  21,  1976,  at  Kansas  City. 
Mo.  will  be  held  In  Boom  609,  Federal  Office 
Building,  911  Walnut  St. 

[SEAL]  Joseph  M.  Harrington, 
Acting  Secretary. 

[FB  Doc.76-14767  Filed  6-4-76;8:46  am] 
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IRREGULAR-ROUTE  MOTOR  COMMON 
•  CARRIERS  OF  PROPERTY 

Elimination  of  Gateway  Letter  Notices 
June  2, 1975. 

The  following  letter-notices  of  pro¬ 
posals  to  eliminate  gateways  for  the 
purpose  of  reducing  highway  congestion, 
alleviating  air  and  noise  pollution,  mini¬ 
mizing  safety  hazards,  and  conserving 
fuel  have  been  filed  with  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission  \mder  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  Gateway  Elimination  Rules 
(49  CFR  1065),  and  notice  thereof  to 
all  interested  persons  is  hereby  given 
as  provided  in  such  rules. 

An  original  and  two  copies  of  protests 
against  the  proposed  elimination  of  any 
gateway  herein  described  may  be  filed 
with  the  Interstate  Commerce  Commis¬ 
sion  on  or  before  June  16,  1975.  A  copy 
must  also  be  served  upon  applicant  or 
its  representative.  Protests  against  the 
elimination  of  a  gateway  will  not  oper¬ 
ate  to  stay  commencement  of  the  pro¬ 
posed  operation. 

Successively  filed  letter-notices  of  the 
same  carrier  under  these  rules  will  be 
numbered  consecutively  for  convenience 
in  identification.  Protests,  if  any,  must 
refer  to  such  letter-notices  by  number. 

No.  MC  1222  (Sub-No.  E2) ,  filed  June  3, 
1974.  Applicant:  REINHARDT  TRANS¬ 
FER  COMPANY,  1410  10th  Street,  Ports¬ 
mouth,  Ohio  45662.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Robert  H.  Kinker,  P.O.  Box 
464,  Frankfort,  Ky.  40601.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  (1)  Iron  and  steel  articles, 
from  Huntington,  W.  Va.,  to  points  in 
Tennessee  west  and  south  of  Scott, 
Campbell,  Union,  Grainger,  Washington, 
Carter,  Hawkins,  Sullivan  and  Johnson 
Counties,  and  points  in  Kentucky  west  of 
Hancock,  Breckinridge,  Grayson,  Ed¬ 
monson,  Barren,  Metcalfe,  and  Cumber¬ 
land  Counties:  (2)  iron  and  steel  ar¬ 
ticles  as  described  in  Appendix  V  to  the 
report  in  Descriptions  in  Motor  Carrier 
Certificates,  61  M.C.C.  209,  except  com¬ 
modities  which  by  reason  of  their  size  or 
weight  require  the  use  of  special  equip¬ 
ment  or  special  handling,  from  the  plant 
sites  and  warehouses  of  the  Kankakee 
Electric  Steel  Company,  Swanson  Manu¬ 
facturing  Company,  and  Jones  &  Mc- 
Knight,  Inc.,  in  Kankakee  Coiuity,  HI., 
to  points  in  Tennessee  east  of  Claiborne, 
Grainger,  Hamblen  and  Cocke  Counties; 
(3)  iron  and  steel  articles  (except  those 
which  because  of  size  or  weight  require 
the  use  of  special  equipment) ,  from  the 
plant  site  of  Jones  b  Laughlin  Steel  Cor¬ 
poration  in  Putnam  County,  HI.,  to  points 
in  West  Virginia  (except  points  in  Han¬ 
cock,  Brooke,  Ohio  and  Marshall  Coim- 
tles)  and  points  in  Tennessee  east  of 
Campbell,  Scott,  Morgan,  Roane,  Lou¬ 
don,  Blount  and  Sevier  Counties;  (4) 
plastic  foam  shapes  and  forms,  (1)  from 
the  plant  site  of  Dow  Chemical  Com¬ 
pany,  near  Hanging  Rock,  Ohio,  to  points 
In  Wisconsin,  (2)  from  Ironton,  Ports¬ 
mouth  and  Hamilton  Township,  C^o 
to  points  In  Wisconsin,  and  (3)  from 
Findlay,  Ohio  to  points  in  Wisconsin. 


The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate 
the  gateway  of  Decatur,  Ind. 

No.  MC  4941  (Sub-No.  El),  filed 
June  4,  1974.  Applicant:  QUINN 

FREIGHT  LINES,  INC.,  1093  North  Mon- 
tello  St.,  Brockton.  Mass.  02403.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Patrick  McEligot 
(same  as  above).  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  (1)  General  commodities  (except 
those  of  unusual  value,  classes  A  and  B 
explosives,  household  goods  as  defined 
by  the  Commission,  commodities  in  bulk, 
and  commodities  requiring  special  equip¬ 
ment),  between  points  in  New  Hamp¬ 
shire  (except  those  points  in  Cheshire 
and  Hillsborough  Counties  and  points 
east  of  U.S.  Highway  3  and  south  of 
New  Hampshire  Highway  25),  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in 
Essex,  Middlesex,  Norfolk,  Suffolk,  Plym¬ 
outh,  Bristol,  and  Barnstable  Counties, 
Mass.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to 
eliminate  the  gateway  of  Manchester, 
N.H.  (2)  General  commodities  (except 
those  of  unusual  value,  classes  A  and  B 
explosives,  household  goods  as  defined 
by  the  Commission,  except  commodi¬ 
ties  in  bulk  and  commodities  requiring 
special  equipment),  between  points  in 
that  part  of  Maine  on  and  south  of  a 
line  beginning  at  the  New  Hampshire- 
Maine  State  line  (at  or  near  Wilsons 
Mills)  and  extending  along  Maine  High¬ 
way  16  to  Milo,  thence  along  unniun- 
bered  highway  through  Medford  and 
Howland  to  West  Enfield,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  2  to  Lincoln,  and  thence 
along  Maine  Highway  6  to  Vanceboro, 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points 
in  that  part  of  Massachusetts  west  of 
U.S.  Highway  5.  The  purpose  of  this 
filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of 
points  in  New  Hampshire  east  of  U.S. 
Highway  3  and  south  of  New  Hampshire 
Highway  25. 

(3)  Heavy  machinery  and  contractor’s 
equipment,  (a)  between  points  in  New 
Jersey,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  points  in  that  part  of  New  Hamp¬ 
shire  on,  east  and  north  of  a  line  begin¬ 
ning  at  the  United  States-Canada  Inter¬ 
national  Boundary  line  extending  along 
U.S.  Highway  3  to  jimcticm  New  Hamp¬ 
shire  Highway  135,  thence  along  New 
Hampshire  Highway  135  to  junction  New 
Hampshire  Highway  18,  thence  along 
New  Hampshire  Highway  18  to  junction 
U.S.  Highway  3,  thence  along  U.S.  High¬ 
way  3  to  junction  Interstate  Highway  93, 
thence  along  Interstate  Highway  93  to 
junction  U.S.  Highway  4,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  4  to  the  New  Hampshlre- 
Malne  State  line,  (b)  between  points  in 
that  pcui:  of  New  Jersey  oa  and  south  of 
a  line  beginning  at  the  Delaware-New 
Jersey  State  line  extending  al<Hig  the 
New  Jersey  Turnpike  to  jimction  New 
Jersey  Highway  70,  thence  along  New 
Jersey  Highway  70  to  junction  New  Jer¬ 
sey  Highway  72,  thence  along  New  Jers^ 
Highway  72  to  the  Atlantic  Ocean,  on  the 
(me  hand,  aiuL  (m  the  other,  points  in 
that  part  of  New  Hampshire  (m  and 
south  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Maine- 
New  Hampshire  State  line  extending 


along  U.S.  Highway  4  to  junction  Inter¬ 
state  Highway  93,  thence  along  Inter¬ 
state  Highway  93  to  junction  U.S.  High¬ 
way  3,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  3  to 
the  New  Hampshlre-Massachusetts  State 
line,  and  points  in  Essex  CToimty,  Mass., 
(c)  between  points  in  Delaware,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in 
that  part  of  New  Hampshire  on  and  east 
of  a  line  beginning  at  the  United  States- 
Canada  International  Boundary  line  ex¬ 
tending  along  U.S.  Highway  3  to  junc¬ 
tion  New  Hampshire  Highway  135, 
thence  along  New  Hampshire  Highway 
135  to  junction  New  Hampshire  Highway 
18,  thence  along  New  Hampshire  High¬ 
way  18  to  jimction  U.S.  Highway  3. 
thence  alMig  U.S.  Highway  3  to  junction 
Interstate  Highway  93,  thence  along  In¬ 
terstate  Highway  93  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  3,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  3 
to  the  New  Hampshire-Massachusetts 
State  line,  and  points  in  Essex  Coxmty, 
Mass. 

(d)  Between  points  in  Rhode  Island, 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  that  part  of  New  Hampshire  on 
and  east  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  United 
States-Canada  International  Boundary 
line  extending  along  U.S.  Highway  3  to 
jimction  New  Hampshire  Highway  135, 
thence  along  New  Hampshire  Highway 
135  to  junction  New  Hampshire  Highway 
18,  thence  along  New  Hampshire  High¬ 
way  18  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  3, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  3  to  junc¬ 
tion  New  Hampshire  Highway  11,  thence 
along  New  Hampshire  Highway  11  to  the 
Spaulding  Turnpike,  thence  along  the 
Spaulding  Turnpike  to  junction  Inter¬ 
state  Highway  95,  thence  along  Inter¬ 
state  Highway  95  to  the  New  Hampshire- 
Massachusetto  State  line,  (e)  between 
points  in  Connecticut,  (m  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  that  part  of 
New  Hampshire  on  and  east  of  a  line 
beginning  at  the  United  States-Canada 
International  Boimdary  line  extending 
along  U.S.  Highway  3  to  junction  New 
Hampshire  Highway  135,  thence  along 
New  Hampshire  Highway  135  to  junc¬ 
tion  New  Hampshire  Highway  10,  thence 
along  New  Hampshire  Highway  10  to 
junction  New  Hampshire  Highway  16, 
thence  along  New  Hampshire  Highway 
16  to  junction  New  Hampshire  Highway 
28,  thence  along  New  Hamphslre  High¬ 
way  28  to  jimction  New  Hampshire  High¬ 
way  11,  thence  along  New  Hampshire 
Highway  11  to  the  Spaulding  Turnpike, 
thence  along  the  Spaulding  Turnpike  to 
junction  Interstate  Highway  95,  thence 
along  Interstate  Highway  95  to  the  New 
Hampshlre-Massachusetts  State  line. 

(f)  Between  points  in  Pennsylvania, 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  that  part  of  New  Hampshire  on 
and  east  of  a  line  beginning  at  the 
United  States  International  Boundary 
line  extending  along  U.S.  Highway  3  to 
junction  New  Hampshire  Highway  135, 
thence  along  New  Hampshire  Highway 
135  to  junction  New  Hampshire  Highway 
10,  thence  along  New  Hampshire  High¬ 
way  to  junction  New  Hampshire  High¬ 
way  16,  thence  along  New  Hampshire 
Highway  16  to  junction  New  Hampshire 
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Highway  25,  thence  along  New  Hamp¬ 
shire  Highway  25  to  junction  Interstate 
Highway  93,  thence  along  Interstate 
Highway  93  to  the  New  Hampshlre- 
Massachusetts  State  line,  (g)  from 
points  in  that  part  of  Pennsylvania 
west  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  New 
York-Pennsylvania  State  line  extending 
along  U.S.  Highway  219  to  jimction  UJS. 
Highway  119,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
119  to  the  Pennsylvania-West  Virginia 
State  line,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  points  in  Suffolk,  Norfolk  and 
Plymouth  Counties,  Mass.,  on  and  north 
of  Massachusetts  Highway  123,  (h)  be¬ 
tween  points  in  that  part  of  Pennsyl¬ 
vania  west  of  a  line  beginning  at  the 
New  York-Pennsylvania  State  line  ex¬ 
tending  along  Interstate  Highway  81  to 
Junction  Pennsylvania  Turnpike,  thence 
along  Pennsylvania  Turnpike  to  junction 
Pennsylvania  Highway  29/100,  thence 
along  Pennsylvania  Highway  29/100  to 
junction  U.S.  Highway  202,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  202  to  the  Pennsylvania- 
Delaware  State  line,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  Essex 
Coimty,  Mass.,  (1)  between  points  in 
New  York,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  points  in  that  part  of  New  Hamp¬ 
shire  on  and  east  of  a  line  beginning  at 
the  New  Hampshlre-Maine  State  line 
extending  along  New  Hampshire  High¬ 
way  16  to  junction  New  Hampshire 
Highway  28,  thence  along  New  Hamp¬ 
shire  Highway  28  to  junction  New  Hamp¬ 
shire  Highway  11,  thence  along  New 
Hampshire  Highway  11  to  jimction 
Spaulding  Turnpike,  thence  along 
Spaulding  Turnpike  to  junction  Inter¬ 
state  Highway  95,  thence  along  Inter¬ 
state  Highway  95  to  the  New  Hampshire- 
Massachusetts  State  line. 

(j)  Between  points  in  New  York  on 
and  west  of  Interstate  Highway  81  and 
points  in  Jefferson  County,  N.Y.,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in 
Essex  County,  Mass.,  (k)  between  points 
in  St.  Lawrence,  Franklin  and  Clinton 
Counties,  N.Y.,  on  the  one  hand,  and, 
on  the  other,  points  in  Essex,  Norfolk, 
Suffolk  and  Plymouth  Counties,  Mass., 
on  and  north  of  Massachusetts  Highway 
123,  and  (1)  between  points  in  Orange, 
Putnam,  Rockland  and  Westchester 
Counties,  N.Y.,  on  the  one  hand,  and, 
on  the  other,  points  in  that  part  of  New 
Hampshire  on  and  east  of  a  line  begin¬ 
ning  at  the  United  States-Canada  Inter¬ 
national  Boundary  line  extending  along 
UB.  Highway  3  to  junction  New  Hamp¬ 
shire  Highway  135,  thence  along  New 
Hampshire  Highway  135  to  junction  n.S. 
Highway  3,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  3 
to  junction  U.S.  Highway  4,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  4  to  the  New  Hampshire- 
Maine  State  line.  The  purpose  of  this 
filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateways  of 
points  in  that  part  of  Maine  on  and 
south  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  New 
Hampshire-Maine  State  line  (at  or  near 
Wilsons  Mills)  and  extending  along 
Maine  EOghway  16  to  Milo,  thence  along 
unnumbered  highway  through  Medford 
and  Howland  to  West  Enfield,  thence 
along  UJS.  Highway  2  to  Lincoln,  and 


thence  along  Maine  Highway  6  to  Vance- 
boro. 

(4)  General  commodities  (except  those 
of  unusual  value,  classes  A  and  B  explo¬ 
sives,  household  goods  as  defined  by  the 
Commission,  commodities  in  bulk,  and 
commodities  requiring  special  equip¬ 
ment)  ,  between  points  in  Massachusetts 
(except  points  in  Middlesex,  Essex,  Nor¬ 
folk,  and  Suffolk  Coimties),  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  Ver¬ 
mont  (except  Weston,  Andover,  Chester, 
and  Springfield  Townships,  points  in 
Windsor  and  Windham  Counties,  points 
in  Bennington  County  on  and  east  of 
U.S.  Highway  7,  and  points  on  and  south 
of  Vermont  Highway  9) .  The  purpose  of 
this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateways 
of  points  in  Weston,  Andover,  Chester, 
and  Springfield  Townships,  Vt.,  points  in 
Windsor,  and  Windham  Coimties,  Vt., 
on  and  north  of  Vermont  Highway  9,  and 
those  in  Bennington  County,  Vt.,  on  and 
east  of  U.S.  Highway  7  and  on  and  north 
of  Vermont  Highway  9;  or  points  within 
25  miles  of  Bellows  Falls,  Vt.,  including 
Bellows  Falls;  or  points  in  Vermont 
within  35  miles  of  Rochester,  Vt.,  includ¬ 
ing  Rochester;  or  points  within  36  miles 
of  Hardwick,  Vt.,  including  Hardwick;  or 
Burlington,  Vt.;  or  Brattleboro,  Vt.;  or 
Haverhill,  N.H.  (5)  General  commodities 
(except  those  of  unusual  value,  classes  A 
and  B  explosives,  household  goods  as  de¬ 
fined  by  the  Commission,  commodities  in 
bulk,  and  commodities  requiring  special 
equipment) ,  (a)  between  points  in  Mid¬ 
dlesex,  Essex,  Norfolk,  Suffolk,  Bristol, 
and  Plymouth  Counties,  Mass.,  on  and 
north  of  Massachusetts  Highway  123,  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points 
in  New  York  on  and  north  of  U.S.  High¬ 
way  20  within  50  miles  of  the  New  Tork- 
Massachusetts  and  New  York-Vermont 
State  lines. 

(b)  Between  points  in  Middlesex,  Es¬ 
sex,  Norfolk,  Suffolk,  Bristol,  Plymouth, 
and  Barnstable  Counties,  Mass.,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in 
Montgomery,  Schenectady,  Saratoga, 
Washington,  Hamilton,  Pulton,  Warren, 
Essex,  Franklin,  and  Clinton  Counties, 
N.Y.,  within  50  miles  of  the  New  York- 
Massachusetts  and  New  York-Vermont 
State  line.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  Is  to 
eliminate  the  gateways  of  points  In  that 
part  of  Massachusetts  east  and  north  of 
a  line  beginning  at  the  Vermont-Mas- 
sachusetts  State  line  extending  along 
U.S.  Highway  5  to  Northampton  and 
thence  along  Massachusetts  Highway  9 
to  Boston,  Mass. ;  or  Greenville,  N.H.,  and 
points  within  10  miles  of  Greenville;  or 
points  in  New  Hampshire  within  50  miles 
of  Brattleboro,  Vt.;  or  Brattleboro,  Vt.; 
or  points  in  Weston,  Andover,  Chester, 
and  Springfield  Townships,  Windsor 
(bounty,  Vt.  points  in  Windham  CTounty, 
Vt.,  on  and  north  of  Vermont  High¬ 
way  9,  and  points  in  Bennington 
County,  Vt.,  on  and  east  of  U.S.  Highway 
7  and  on  and  north  of  Vermont  Highway 
9.  (6)  General  commodities  (except  those 
of  unusual  value,’ classes  A  and  B  explo¬ 
sives,  housdtiold  goods  as  defined  by  the 
Commission,  commodities  in  bulk,  and 
commodities  requiring  iq>ecial  equip¬ 


ment),  between  points  in  that  paurt  of 
Maine  on  and  south  of  a  line  beginning 
at  the  New  Hampshire-Maine  State  line 
(at  or  near  Wilsons  Mills)  and  extend¬ 
ing  along  Maine  Highway  16  to  Milo, 
thence  along  unnumbered  highway 
through  Medford  and  Howland  to  West 
Enfield,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  2  to 
Lincoln,  and  thence  along  Maine  High¬ 
way  6  to  Vanceboro,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  Nfew  York 
and  New  Jersey  within  50  miles  of  the 
Vermont-New  York,  Massachusetts-New 
York,  and  Connecticut-New  York  State 
line  (except  points  in  Nassau  and  Suf¬ 
folk  Counties,  N.Y.,  New  York  City,  and 
except  those  in  Essex,  Franklin  and  Clin¬ 
ton  Counties,  N.Y.) .  The  purpose  of  this 
filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateways  of 
points  in  New  Hampshire  and  Vermont 
within  50  miles  of  Brattleboro,  Vt.;  or 
Brattleboro,  Vt.;  or  points  in  Weston, 
Andover,  Chester,  and  Springfield  Town¬ 
ships,  Windsor  County,  Vt.,  points  in 
Windham  County,  Vt.,  on  and  north  of 
Vermont  Highway  9  and  points  in  Ben¬ 
nington  County,  Vt.,  on  and  east  of  U.S. 
Highway  7  and  on  and  north  of  Vermont 
Highway  9. 

(7)  General  commodities  (except  those 
of  unusual  value,  classes  A  and  B  explo¬ 
sives,  household  goods  as  defined  by  the 
Commission,  commodities  in  bulk,  and 
commodities  requiring  special  equip¬ 
ment),  between  points  in  New  York 
within  30  miles  of  St.  Albans,  Vt.,  and 
points  in  Vermont  (except  points  south 
of  Vermont  Highway  9),  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  New 
York  and  New  Jersey  within  50  miles  of 
the  Massachusetts-New  York  and  Con¬ 
necticut-New  York  State  lines  (except 
points  in  Nassau  and  Suffolk  Counties, 
N.Y.,  and  points  north  of  U.S.  Highway 
20).  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to 
eliminate  the  gateways  of  Burlington, 
Vt.;  or  points  within  36  miles  of  Hard¬ 
wick,  Vt.,  including  Hardwick,  Vt.;  or 
points  in  Vermont  within  35  miles  of 
Rochester,  Vt.,  including  Rochester;  or 
points  within  25  miles  of  Bellows  Fidls, 
Vt.,  including  BeUows  Falls;  or  points  in 
Vermont  within  50  miles  of  Brattleboro, 
Vt.;  or  points  in  Weston,  Andover,  Ches¬ 
ter,  and  Springfield,  Townships,  Wind¬ 
sor  County,  Vt.,  points  in  Windham 
County,  Vt.,  on  and  north  of  Vermont 
Highway  9,  and  points  in  Bennington 
County,  Vt.,  on  and  east  of  UJ3.  Highway 
7  and  on  and  north  of  Vermont  High¬ 
way  9.  (8)  General  commodities  (except 
classes  A  and  B  explosives,  household 
goods  as  defined  by  the  Commission, 
commodities  in  bulk,  those  requiring 
special  equipment,  and  those  injurious  or 
contaminating  to  other  lading) ,  between 
points  in  Connecticut  on  and  west  of  In¬ 
terstate  Highway  91,  and  New  London, 
Conn.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  points  in  Massachusetts  on,  east, 
and  north  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Mas¬ 
sachusetts-New  Hampshire  State  line 
extending  along  U.8.  Highway  3  to  junc¬ 
tion  Massachusetts  Highway  128,  thence 
along  Massachusetts  Highway  128  to 
junction  Massachusetts  Highway  24, 
thence  along  Massachusetts  Highway  24 
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to  junction  Massachusetts  Highway  123, 
thence  along  Massachusetts  Highway  123 
to  the  Atlantic  Ocean.  The  purpose  of  this 
filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  Bos¬ 
ton  and  points  within  10  miles  of  Bos¬ 
ton;  and  New  Haven,  or  New  London,  or 
Stamford,  or  Hartford,  Conn. 

(9)  General  commodities  (except  those 
of  unusual  value,  classes  A  and  B  explo¬ 
sives,  household  goods  as  defined  by  the 
Commission,  commodities  in  bulk,  and 
commodities  requiring  special  equip¬ 
ment),  between  points  in  Vermont  on 
and  north  of  Vermont  Highway  9,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in 
Connecticut.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is 
to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  Burlington, 
Vt. ;  or  points  in  Vermont  within  30  miles 
of  St.  Albans.  Vt.;  or  points  within  36 
miles  of  Hardwick,  Vt.,  including  Hard¬ 
wick;  or  points  in  Vermont  within  35 
miles  of  Rochester,  Vt.,  Including  Roch¬ 
ester;  or  points  within  25  miles  of  Bel¬ 
lows  Falls,  Vt.,  Including  Bellows  Falls; 
or  points  within  50  miles  of  Brattleboro, 
Vt.;  or  Brattleboro,  Vt.  (10)  General 
commodities  (except  those  of  unusual 
value,  classes  A  and  B  explosives,  house¬ 
hold  goods  as  defined  by  the  Commission, 
commodities  in  bulk,  and  commodities 
requiring  special  equipment),  (a)  be¬ 
tween  points  in  that  part  of  New  Hamp¬ 
shire  on  and  east  of  U.S.  Highway  3  and 
on  and  south  of  New  Hampshire  High¬ 
way  25,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  points  in  Connecticut  (except 
points  in  Hartford,  Tolland,  and  Wind¬ 
ham  Coimtles),  and  (b)  between  points 
In  New  Hampshire  on  and  north  of  New 
Hampshire  Highway  25,  on  the  one  hand, 
and.  on  the  other,  points  in  Connecticut 
(except  points  In  Tolland  and  Windham 
Coimties).  The  purpose  of  this  filing  Is 
to  eliminate  the  gateways  of  Boston, 
Mass.,  and  points  within  10  miles  of 
Boston;  and  New  Haven,  or  New  London, 
or  Stamford,  or  Hartford,  Conn.,  or 
Manchester,  N.H. 

(11)  General  commodities  (except 
those  of  unusual  value,  classes  A  and  B 
explosives,  household  goods  as  defined  by 
the  Commission,  commodities  in  bulk, 
and  commodities  requiring  special  equip¬ 
ment),  between  points  in  that  part  of 
Maine  on  and  south  of  a  line  beginning 
at  the  New  Hampshire-Maine  State  line 
(at  or  near  Wilsons  Mills)  and  extending 
along  Maine  Highway  16  to  Milo,  thence 
along  tmnumbered  highway  through 
Medford  and  Howland  to  West  Enfield, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  2  to  Lincoln, 
and  thence  along  Maine  Highway  6  to 
Vanceboro,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  points  in  Connecticut  (except 
points  in  Tolland  and  Windham  Coun¬ 
ties).  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to 
eliminate  the  gateways  of  Boston,  Mass., 
and  points  within  10  miles  of  Boston, 
and  New  Haven,  or  New  London,  or 
Stamford,  or  Hartford,  Conn. 

No.  MC  17600  (Sub-No.  E2) ,  filed  Jan¬ 
uary  8,  1975.  Applicant:  PARAMOUNT 
MOVING  &  STORAGE  CO..  INC.,  Gar¬ 
den  City,  Long  Island,  N.Y.  Applicant’s 
representative:  '  Robert  J.  Gallagher, 
1776  Broadway,  New  York,  N.Y.  10019. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 


mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  rout^,  transp>orting:  Household 
goods,  as  defined  by  the  Commission,  (a) 
between  points  in  Ohio,  Indiana,  and 
Illinois,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  points  in  New  Jersey;  (b)(1)  be¬ 
tween  points  in  Nassau.  Suffolk,  West¬ 
chester.  Orange,  and  Rockland  Counties, 
and  New  York  Cfity,  N.Y.,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  Flor¬ 
ida,  (Georgia,  Alabama,  North  Carolina 
and  South  Carolina;  (2)  between  points 
in  Vermont,  Massachusetts,  Rhode  Is¬ 
land  and  Connecticut,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  Florida, 
Georgia,  Alabama,  North  Carolina,  and 
South  Carolina;  (3)  betw'een  points  in 
New  Jersey  (except  points  in  Cumber¬ 
land,  Cape  May.  and  Atlantic  Counties) , 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points 
in  Florida,  Georgia,  Alabama,  North 
Carolina,  South  Carolina  and  the  Dis¬ 
trict  of  Columbia;  and  (4)  between 
points  in  New  York  on  and  east  of  a  line 
beginning  at  the  New  Jersey-New  York 
State  line  and  extending  along  U.S. 
Highway  81  to  the  International  Bound¬ 
ary  line  between  the  United  States  and 
Canada.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to 
eliminate  the  gateways  of  Union,  Middle¬ 
sex,  Essex,  Bergen,  Passaic,  Morris, 
Somerset  and  Monmouth  Counties,  N.J.. 
in  parts  (a)  and  (b)(3)  above,  and  New 
York,  N.Y.,  in  parts  (b)  (1),  (2),  and  (4) 
above. 

No.  MC  21170  (Sub-No.  E93).  filed 
Jime  4,  1974.  Applicant:  BOS  LINES, 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  68,  Cedar  Rapids.  Iowa 
52406.  Applicant’s  representative:  Gene 
R.  Prohuskl  (same  as  above).  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Food  products  and  com- 
modities  exempt  from  economic  regula¬ 
tion  pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  Sec¬ 
tion  203(b)  (c)  of  the  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Act.  in  mixed  loads  with  food 
products,  restricted  to  such  commodities 
as  are  dealt  in  by  retail,  wholesale  and 
chain  grocery  stores,  from  points  in  that 
part  of  Iowa  on  and  west  of  a  line  begin¬ 
ning  at  the  lowa-Minnesota  State  line 
extending  along  U.S.  Highway  218  to 
jimctlon  Iowa  Highway  9,  thence  along 
Iowa  Highway  9  to  junction  unnumbered 
highway,  thence  along  unnumbered 
highway  through  Devonia  to  junction 
Iowa  Highway  14,  thence  along  Iowa 
Highway  14  to  junction  Iowa  Highway 
175,  thence  along  Iowa  Highway  175  to 
junction  unnumbered  highway,  thence 
along  unnumbered  highway  to  junction 
Iowa  Highway  96,  thence  along  Iowa 
Highway  96  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  63, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  63  to  junc¬ 
tion  Iowa  Highway  137,  thence  along 
Iowa  Highway  137  to  junction  Iowa 
Highway  5,  thence  along  Iowa  Highway  5 
to  the  lowa-Missouri  State  line,  to  points 
in  that  part  of  Kentucky  on  and  south 
of  ja  Une  beginning  at  the  Kentucky- 
Hlinois  State  line  extending  along  Ken¬ 
tucky  Highway  358  to  junction  Kentucky 
Highway  305,  thence  rJong  Kentucky 
Highway  305  to  junction  UB.  Highway 
62,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  62  to  jtmc- 
tion  Kentucky  Highway  61,  thence  along 


Kentucky  Highway  61  to  junction  Ken¬ 
tucky  Highway  210,  thence  along  Ken¬ 
tucky  Highway  210  to  juncti(m  Kentucky 
Highway  70.  thence  along  Kentucky 
Highway  70  to  junction  Kentucky  High¬ 
way  198,  thence  along  Kentucky  High¬ 
way  198  to  junction  Kentucky  Highway 
78,  thence  along  Kentucky  Highway  78  to 
junction  U.S.  Highway  27,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  27  to  junction  Kentucky 
Highway  52,  thence  along  Kentucky 
Highway  52  to  junction  Kentucky  High¬ 
way  11,  thence  along  Kentucky  Highway 
11  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  460,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  460  to  the  Kentucky- 
West  Virginia  State  line.  The  purpose  of 
this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of 
the  facilities  of  Ralston  Purina  Co., 
located  at  or  near  California,  Mo. 

Note. — The  authorities  mentioned  above 
were  purchased  by  Cedar  Rapids  Transporta¬ 
tion  Co.  pursuant  to  MC-F-10199. 

No.  MC  21170  (Sub-No.  E94).  filed 
June  4,  1974.  Applicant:  BOS  LINES, 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  68,  Cedar  Rapids,  Iowa 
52406.  Applicant’s  representative:  Gene 
R.  Prohuski  (same  as  above).  Authority 
!K>ught  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Food  products  and  com¬ 
modities  exempt  from  economic  regula¬ 
tion  pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  Sec¬ 
tion  203(b)  (c)  of  the  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Act,  in  mixed  loads  with  food 
products,  restricted  to  such  commodities 
as  are  dealt  in  by  retail,  wholesale  and 
chain  grocery  stores,  from  points  in 
Iowa  on  and  west  of  a  line  beginning  at 
the  Minnesota-Iowa  State  line  extend¬ 
ing  along  U.S.  Highway  63  to  junction 
Iowa  Highway  21,  thence  along  Iowa 
Highway  21  to  junction  Iowa  Highway 
92,  thence  along  Iowa  Highway  92  to 
junction  Iowa  Highway  108,  thence  along 
Iowa  Highway  108  to  junction  unnum¬ 
bered  highway  at  Delta,  thoice  along 
unnumbered  highway  to  jimction  Iowa 
Highway  149,  thence  along  Iowa  High¬ 
way  149  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  63. 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  63  to  junction 
U.S.  Highway  34,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  34  to  jimction  Iowa  Highvcay 
5,  thence  along  Iowa  Highway  5  to  the 
lowa-Missouri  State  line,  to  points  in 
that  part  of  Kentucky  on,  south  and 
west  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Blinois- 
Kentucky  State  line  extending  along  U.S. 
Highway  45  to  junction  U.S.  Highway 
62,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  62  to 
junction  Kentucky  Highway  109,  thence 
along  Kentucky  Highway  109  to  junc¬ 
tion  Kentucky  Highway  80,  thence  along 
Kentucky  Highway  80  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  68,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
68  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  431,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  431  to  the  Kentucky- 
Tennessee  State  line.  ’The  purpose  of  this 
filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  the 
facilities  of  Ralston  Purina  Co.  located 
at  or  near  California,  Mo. 

Note. — Tbe  authorities  mentioned  above 
were  purchased  by  CTedar  Rapids  Steel  Trans¬ 
portation  pursuant  to  MC-F-10199. 

No.  MC  21170  (Sub-No.  E97),  filed 
June  4,  1974.  Applicant:  BOS  LINES, 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  68,  Cedar  Rapids,  Iowa 
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52406.  Applicant’s  representative:  Gene 
R.  Prohuski  (same  as  above).  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier. 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Food  products  and  com¬ 
modities  exempt  from  economic  regula¬ 
tion  pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  Sec¬ 
tion  203(b)  (c)  of  the  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Act,  in  mixed  loads  with  food 
products,  restricted  to  such  commodities 
as  are  dealt  in  by  retail,  wholesale  and 
chain  grocery  stores,  from  points  in  Iowa 
on  and  west  of  a  line  beginning  at  the 
Minnesota-Iowa  State  line  extending 
along  U.S.  Highway  65  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  20,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
20  to  junction  unniunbered  highway  at 
Ackley,  thence  along  unnumbered  high¬ 
way  to  junction  Iowa  Highway  118, 
thence  along  Iowa  Highway  118  to  junc¬ 
tion  Iowa  Highway  175,  thence  along 
Iowa  Highway  175  to  junction  Iowa 
Highway  14,  thence  along  Iowa  Highway 
14  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  30,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  30  to  junction  Iowa 
Highway  146,  thence  along  Iowa  High¬ 
way  146  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  63, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  63  tx)  junc¬ 
tion  Iowa  Highway  2,  thence  along  Iowa 
Highway  2  to  junction  Iowa  Highway  15, 
thence  along  Iowa  Highway  15  to  the 
lowa-Missouri  State  line,  to  points  in 
that  part  of  Virginia  on  and  south  of 
a  line  beginning  at  the  West  Virginia- 
Virginia  State  line  extending  along  U.S. 
Highway  460  to  junction  U.S.  Highway 
81,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  81  to 
junction  U.S.  Highway  60,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  60  to  junction  U.S.  High¬ 
way  29,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  29 
(to  junction  U.S.  Highway  64,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  64  to  junction  Vir¬ 
ginia  Highway  33,  thence  along  Virginia 
Highway  33  to  junction  Virginia  High¬ 
way  198,  thence  along  Virginia  Highway 
198  to  the  Chesapeake  Bay.  The  purpose 
of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway 
of  the  facilities  of  Ralston  Purina  Co., 
located  at  or  near  California,  Mo. 

Note. — Th©  authorities  mentioned  above 
were  purchased  by  Cedar  Rapids  Steel  Trans¬ 
portation  pursuant  to  MC-F-10199. 

No.  MC  21170  (Sub-No.  E99),  filed 
June  4,  1974.  Applicant:  BOS  LINES, 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  68,  Cedar  Rapids,  Iowa 
52406.  Applicant’s  representative:  Gene 
R.  Prohu^i  (same  as  above) .  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Food  products  and  com¬ 
modities  exempt  from  economic  regula¬ 
tion  pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  Section 
203(b)  (c)  of  the  Interstate  Commerce 
Act,  In  mixed  loads  with  food  products, 
restricted  to  such  commodities  as  are 
dealt  in  by  retail,  wholesale  and  chain 
grocery  stores,  from  points  in  that  part  of 
Iowa  on  and  west  of  a  line  beginning  at 
the  Minnesota-Iowa  State  line  extending 
along  U.S.  Highway  65  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  20,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
20  to  junction  Iowa  Highway  214,  thence 
along  Iowa  Highway  214  to  junction  Iowa 
Highway  175,  thence  along  Iowa  High¬ 
way  175  to  Junction  Iowa  Highway  14, 
thence  along  Iowa  Highway  14  to  junc¬ 


tion  U.S.  Highway  30,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  30  to  junction  Iowa  Highway 
146,  thence  sdong  Iowa  Highway  146  to 
junction  U.S.  Highway  6,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  6  to  junction  Iowa  High¬ 
way  21,  thence  along  Iowa  Highway  21 
to  junction  Iowa  Highway  22,  thence 
along  Iowa  Highway  22  to  junction  Iowa 
Highway  149,  thence  along  Iowa  High¬ 
way  149  to  junction  Iowa  Highway  78, 
thence  along  Iowa  Highway  78  to  junc¬ 
tion  Iowa  Highway  1,  thence  along  Iowa 
Highway  1  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  34, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  34  to  junc¬ 
tion  U.S.  Highway  218,  thence  along  Iowa 
Highway  218  to  junction  Iowa  Highway 
16,  thence  along  Iowa  Highway  16  to 
junction  Iowa  Highway  88,  thence  along 
Iowa  Highway  88  to  junction  Iowa  High¬ 
way  2,  thence  along  Iowa  Highway  2  to 
the  lowa-Hlinois  State  line,  to  points  in 
that  part  of  Maine  on  and  east  of  a  line 
beginning  at  the  United  States-Canada 
International  Boundary  line  extending 
along  Maine  Highway  11  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  95,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
95  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  Alternate 
1,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  Alternate 
1  to  the  Atlantic  Ocean.  The  purpose  of 
this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of 
the  Ralston  Purina  Co.  located  at  or 
near  California,  Mo. 

Note. — The  authorities  mentioned  above 
were  purchased  by  Cedar  Rapids  Steel  Trans¬ 
portation  Co.  pursuant  to  MC-F-10199. 

No.  MC  30280  (Sub-No.  E78),  filed 
January  19,  1975.  Applicant:  WATKINS 
CAROLINA  EXPRESS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
1636,  Atlanta,  Ga.  30301.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Jerome  F.  Marl^  (same 
as  above) .  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
General  commodities  (except  those  of 
unusual  value,  classes  A  and  B  explo¬ 
sives,  household  goods  as  defined  by  the 
Commission,  commodities  in  bulk,  and 
commodities  requiring  special  equip¬ 
ment)  ,  between  Danville,  Va.,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  an 
area  of  North  Carolina  on  and  west  of 
a  line  beginning  at  the  Virginia-North 
Carolina  State  line  and  extending  along 
U.S.  Highway  1  to  jimction  U.S.  High¬ 
way  158,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  158 
to  Warrenton,  thence  along  North  Caro¬ 
lina  Highway  58  to  Wilson,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  301  to  junction  U.S.  High¬ 
way  117,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  117 
to  Wilmington,  and  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  421  to  Fort  Fisher  and  points 
on  and  east  of  U.S.  Highway  25.  The  pur¬ 
pose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gate¬ 
way  of  points  in  North  Carolina  on  and 
west  of  U.S.  Highway  29  within  30  miles 
of  Danville,  Va. 

No.  MC  30280  (Sub-No.  ElOl),  filed 
January  22,  1975.  Applicant:  WATKINS 
CAROLINA  EXPRESS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
1636,  Atlanta,  Ga.  30301.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Jerome  F.  Marks  (same 
as  above).  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transp>orting: 
General  commodities  (except  toose  of 
unusual  value,  classes  A  and  B  explo¬ 


sives,  household  goods  as  defined  by  the 
Commission,  commodities  in  bulk,  com¬ 
modities  requiring  special  equipment, 
and  those  injurious  or  contaminating  to 
other  lading) ,  between  points  in  Limen- 
burg,  Mecklenburg,  and  Nottoway 
Counties,  Va.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  points  in  that  part  of  North 
Carolina  in  an  area  bounded  by  a  line 
beginning  at  the  North  Carolina-Vir- 
ginia  State  line  to  junction  U.S.  High¬ 
way  1,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  1  to 
junction  U.S.  Highway  158,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  158  to  Warrenton,  N.C., 
thence  along  North  Carolina  Highway  58 
to  Wilson,  N.C.,  thence  along  U.S.  High¬ 
way  301  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  117, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  117  to  Wil¬ 
mington,  N.C.,  thence  alcmg  U.S.  Highway 
421  to  Fort  Fisher,  N.C.,  thence  along  the 
Atlantic  Ocean  to  the  North  Carolina- 
South  Carolina  State  line,  thence  along 
the  North  Carolina-South  Carolina 
State  line  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  25, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  25  to  the 
North  Carolina-Tennessee  State  line. 
The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate 
the  gateway  of  points  in  North  Carolina 
within  160  miles  of  Victoria,  Va. 

No.  MC  30280  (Sub-No.  E103),  filed 
January  22,  1975.  Applicant:  WATKINS 
CAROLINA  EXPRESS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
1636,  Atlanta,  Ga.  30301.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Jerome  F.  Marks  (same  as 
above) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  General 
commodities  (except  those  of  imusual 
value,  classes  A  and  B  explosives,  house¬ 
hold  goods  as  defined  by  the  Commission, 
commodities  in  bulk,  commodities  requir¬ 
ing  special  equipment,  and  those  injuri¬ 
ous  or  contaminating  to  other  lading), 
between  points  in  Halifax,  Charlotte,  and 
Prince  Edward  Coimties,  Va.,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  that 
part  of  North  Carolina  in  an  area 
bounded  by  a  line  beginning  at  the  North 
Carolina-Virginia  State  line  to  junction 
U.S.  Highway  1,  thence  along  U.S.  High¬ 
way  1  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  158, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  158  to  War¬ 
renton,  N.C.,  thence  along  North  Caro¬ 
lina  Highway  58  to  Wilson,  N.C.,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  301  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  117,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
117  to  Wilmington,  N.C.,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  421  to  Fort  Fisher,  N.C., 
thence  along  the  Atlantic  Ocean  to  the 
North  Carolina-South  Carolina  State 
line,  thence  along  the  North  Carolina- 
South  Carolina  State  line  to  jimction 
U.S.  Highway  25,  thence  along  U.S.  High¬ 
way  25  to  the  North  Carolina-Tennessee 
State  line.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to 
eliminate  the  gateway  of  points  in  North 
Carolina  within  160  miles  of  Victoria,  Va. 

No.  MC  43963  (Sub-No..  E2)  (Partial 
Correction)  filed  April  6,  1975  published 
in  the  Federal  Register  May  1, 1975.  Ap¬ 
plicant:  CHIEF  TRUCK  LINES,  INC.,  Jo¬ 
liet  Road  and  79th  Street,  Hinsdale,  HI. 
60521.  Applicant’s  representative:  James 
C.  Hardman,  Suite  2108, 33  North  LaSalle 
Street,  CThicago,  HI.  60602.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier. 
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by  motor  vehicle,  over  Irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Iron  and  steel-angles,  bars, 
channels,  conduits,  lenclng,  flooring, 
joists,  lath,  mesh,  piling,  pipe,  parts,  rails, 
rods,  roof  bolt  mats,  roofing,  strip,  struc- 
turals,  tank  parts,  tubing  and  wire  in 
coils,  which  because  of  size  and  weight 
require  specialize  handling  or  rigging, 
(4)  from  points  In  Wisconsin  north  of 
a  line  beginning  at  Lake  Michigan  and 
extending  along  the  northern  bornid- 
arles  of  Manitowoc,  Calumet,  Winne¬ 
bago,  Waushara,  Adams,  Juneau,  Mon¬ 
roe,  and  La  Crosse  Counties,  to  the 
Minnesota-Wlsconsln  State  line  to  points 
In  Kendall,  Gnmdy,  Livingston,  McLean, 
De  Witt,  Piatt,  Macon,  Moultrie,  Shelby, 
Christian,  Fayette,  Bond,  Marion,  Clin¬ 
ton,  Washington,  Jefferson,  Randolph, 
Perry,  Jackson,  Union  and  Alexander 
Counties,  Ill.,  points  in  Kane,  Du  Page, 
and  Cook  Counties,  BL,  on  and  south  of 
Illinois  Highway  64  and  points  in  Indiana 
on  and  north  of  U.S.  Highway  40.  The 
purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  Chicago,  Ill.  The  purpose  of 
this  partial  correction  is  to  correct  the 
territorial  destination  point  in  (4)  above. 
The  remainder  of  this  application  will 
remain  the  same  as  previoiiky  published. 

No.  MC  52579  (Sub-No.  ElO),  filed 
May  24,  1974.  Applicant:  GILBERT 
CARRIER  CORP.,  One  Gilbert  Drive,  Se- 
caucus,  NmT.  07094.  Applicant’s  represent¬ 
ative:  Fred  L.  Cardascia  (same  as  above) . 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Garments,  on 
hangers,  from  Miami  and  Hialeah,  Fla., 
to  points  in  Colorado,  Delaware,  Idaho, 
Iowa,  Michigan,  Minnesota,  Montana, 
N^raska,  New  Hampshire,  North  Da¬ 
kota,  Oregon,  South  Dakota.  Utah, 
Washington,  Wisconsin,  points  in  Illi¬ 
nois  north  of  UB.  Highway  30.  points 
in  Indiana  north  of  Indiana  Highway  14, 
and  points  in  Ohio  on  and  north  of  n.S. 
Highway  24.  The  pmrpose  of  this  filing  is 
to  eliminate  the  gateways  of  Chicago, 
m..  or  points  in  the  New  ToiIp,  N.Y., 
Commercial  Zone. 

No.  MC  75840  (Sub-No.  E13)  (Cor¬ 
rection)  filed  May  6,  1974,  published  in 
the  FEdxbal  Register  May  15, 1975.  Ap¬ 
plicant:  MALONE  FREIGHT  LINES. 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  11103,  Birmingham,  Ala. 
35222.  Applicant’s  representative:  Guy 
H.  Postell,  3384  Peachtree  Rd.  NE.,  At¬ 
lanta,  Ga.  30326.  Authority  sought  to 
oporate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
veUcle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Aluminum  and  aluminum  products 
(except  those  requiring  spocial  equip¬ 
ment).  (a)  from  New  Orleans,  La.,  to 
points  in  Rhode  Island,  Massachusetts 
and  Connecticut  (Montgomery,  Ala.,  or 
points  within  65  miles  of  Birmingham. 
Ala.,  including  Birmingham,  and  Shef¬ 
field  or  Listerhlll,  Ala.)*;  (b)  from 
those  points  in  Arkansas  on  and  east  of 
a  line  beginning  at  the  Aiicansas-Louisl- 
ana  State  line  extending  along  U.S. 
Highway  65  to  Junction  U.S.  Highway 
67,  thence  along  UB.  Highway  67  to  the 
Arkansas-Mlssourl  State  line  (excep>i 
West  Mempihis,  Art:.,  points  in  Crit¬ 


tenden,  St.  Francis  and  Lee  Counties, 
Ark.,  south  of  U.S.  Highway  70  and  on 
and  east  of  Arkansas  Highway  1  and 
those  in  Phillips  and  Desha  Coimtles, 
Ark.,  east  of  the  White  River  and  north 
of  the  Arkansas  River)  to  points  in 
Rhode  Island.  Massachusetts  and  Con¬ 
necticut.  (ShefiSeld  or  Listerhlll.  Ala., 
and  Memphis,  ’Tenn.)  *.  The  purpose  of 
this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateways 
Indicated  by  the  asterisks  above.  ’The 
purpose  of  this  correction  is  to  include 
the  above  in  the  original  letter-notice  as 
originally  filed.  ’Ihe  remainder  of  the 
letter-notice  remains  as  previously  pub¬ 
lished. 

No.  MC  75840  (Sub-No.  E14)  (Correc¬ 
tion),  filed  May  6.  1974,  published  in 
Federal  Register  May  15,  1975.  Appli¬ 
cant:  MALONE  FREIGHT  LINES,  IN<?.. 
P.O.  Box  11103,  Birmingham.  Ala.  35222. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Guy  H.  Pos¬ 
tell.  3384  Peachtree  Rd.  NE.,  Atlanta,  Ga. 
30326.  Authority  sought  to  oporate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transpxjrting:  Aluminum 
and  aluminum  products  (except  those 
requiring  special  equipment),  (a)  from 
New  Orleans,  La.,  to  points  in  West  Vir¬ 
ginia  (Montgomery,  Ala.,  or  Birmingham, 
Ala.,  or  points  within  65  miles  thereof, 
and  Sheffield  or  Listeihill,  Ala.)  *.  (b) 
Aluminum  and  aluminum  products  (ex¬ 
cept  those  requiring  spocial  equipment) , 
from  points  in  that  port  of  Arkansas  on, 
east  and  South  of  a  line  beginning  at  the 
Arkansas-Louisiana  State  line  extencUng 
along  n.S.  Highway  65  to  junction  n.S. 
Highway  67,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
67  to  Junction  Aiicansas  Highway  14, 
thence  along  Arkansas  Highway  14  to 
Jimction  unnumbered  highway  near  Tur- 
rell,  thence  along  unnumbered  highway 
to  the  Arkansas-'Tennessee  State  line 
(except  West  Mempihis,  Ark.,  points  In 
Crittenden,  St.  Francis  and  Lee  Counties, 
Ark.,  sooth  of  U.S.  Highway  70  and  on 
and  east  of  Arkansas  Highway  1  and 
those  in  Phillipo  and  Desha  Counties. 
Ark.,  lying  east  of  the  White  River  and 
north  of  the  Arkansas  River) ,  to  points 
in  West  Virginia.  (Sheffield  or  Usterhill, 
Ala.,'  and  Mempihls,  Term.)  *.  The  pur¬ 
pose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateways  indicated  by  the  asterisks 
above.  The  purpose  of  this  portial  oor- 
lection  is  to  Include  the  above  in  the 
original  letter-notioe  as  filed.  The  re¬ 
mainder  of  the  letter-notice  remains  as 
previously  pnibUshed. 

No.  MC  75840  (Sub-No.  E20)  (Correc¬ 
tion)  ,  filed  May  6, 1974,  published  In  the 
Federal  Register  May  15,  1975.  Appll- 
cant:  MALONE  FREIGHT  LINES,  INC., 
P.O.  Box  11103,  Birmingham,  Ala.  35222. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Guy  H. 
Postell,  3384  Peachtree  Road  NE.,  At¬ 
lanta,  Ga.  30326.  Authority  sought  to  op¬ 
erate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  Irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Twine,  machinery,  plumbing  sup¬ 
plies,  building  materials,  bags,  bagging, 
steel,  seeds,  soap,  shortening  compounds, 
cotton  Unters,  and  steel  tanks  (excep>t 
commodities  in  bulk  and  those  requiring 
spiecial  equipnnent,  from  Birmingham, 


Ala.,  and  points  within  65  miles  thereof, 
and  Montgomery,  Ala.,  to  points  in  that 
p)art  of  Arkansas  on,  north  and  west  of 
a  line  beginning  at  the  Arkansas-Mls- 
souri  State  line  extending  along  U.S. 
Highway  67  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  65, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  65  to  jimction 
souri  State  line  extending  along  U.S. 
Highway  270  to  junction  U.S.  Highway 
67,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  67  to  the 
Arkansas -Texas  State  line.  The  purpose 
of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway 
of  points  in  Mississippi  north  of  U.S. 
Highway  82  which  are  east  of  U.S.  High¬ 
way  51,  and  Memphis,  Tenn.  The  purpose 
of  this  partial  correction  is  to  include 
the  above  in  the  original  letter-notice  as 
filed.  The  remainder  of  the  letter-notice 
remains  as  previously  published. 

No.  MC  100666  (Sub-No.  E252),  filed 
May  14,  1975.  Applicant:  MELTON 

TRUCK  LINES,  INC.,  Box  7666,  Shreve¬ 
port,  La.  71107.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  Paul  L.  Caplinger  (same  as  above) . 
Authority  sought  to  oporate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  (1)  Prefinished 
wall  panels,  composition  board,  wall- 
board,  plywood,  mouldings,  gypsum 
board,  and  accessories  Incidental  to  the 
installation  thereof  from  the  facilities  of 
Celotex  Corporation  at  Hamlin,  Tex.,  to 
points  in  Connecticut,  Delaware,  Maine, 
Maryland,  Massachusetts,  Michigan, 
Minnesota,  New  Hampishire,  New  Jersey, 
New  York,  North  Dakota,  Pennsylvania, 
Rhode  Ishmd,  Vermont,  Wisconsin,  the 
District  of  Columbia,  and  those  points 
in  South  Dakota  on  and  north  of  a  line 
beginning  at  the  Minnesota-South  Da¬ 
kota  State  line  extending  along  South 
Dakota  Highway  34  to  Junction  South 
Dakota  Highway  47,  thence  along  South 
Dakota  Highway  47  to  Jimction  U.S. 
Highway  12,  thence  along  UB.  Highway 
12  to  Junction  South  Dakota  Highway 
20,  thence  along  South  Dakota  High¬ 
way  20  to  the  Montana-South  Dakota 
State  line:  (2)  Gypsum  waUboard,  gyp¬ 
sum  lath,  gypsum  waUboard  products, 
metal  lath,  metal  studs,  clips,  tape,  joint 
cement,  joint  systems,  and  materials 
used  with  or  in  connection  with  the  in¬ 
stallation  of  gyp)sum  waUboard  or  gyp¬ 
sum  lath  and  when  accomp>anying  gyp¬ 
sum  waUboard  or  gyp>sum  lath,  from  the 
facilities  of  Celotex  Corporation  at  Ham¬ 
lin,  Tex.,  to  points  in  Alabama,  Georgia, 
Blinois,  and  Indiana. 

(4)  Roofing,  roofing  materials,  and 
siding  (except  commodities  in  bulk), 
from  the  facilities  of  Celotex  Corpora¬ 
tion  at  Hamlin,  Tex.,  to  points  in  Ohio: 
(4)  WaUboard,  flberboard,  particle¬ 
board,  roofing,  insulating,  sheathing, 
gypsum  plaster  products,  joint  system 
compound,  and  building  paper  and  tape. 
from  the  facilities  of  Celotex  Corpora¬ 
tion  at  Hamlin,  Tex.,  to  points  in  Ken¬ 
tucky:  (5)  Building  materials  and  gyp¬ 
sum  products  (except  commodities  in 
bulk) ,  from  the  facilities  of  Celotex  Cor¬ 
poration  at  Hamlin,  Tex.,  to  points  in 
Florida,  North  Carolina,  South  Caro- 
Uiu,  and  Virginia:  (6)  Building  and  in¬ 
sulating  materials,  and  gypsum  and 
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gypsum  products,  from  the  facilities  of 
Celotex  Corporation  at  Hamlin,  Tex.,  to 
points  in  Iowa  and  Nebraska.  The  pur¬ 
pose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateways  of  Pittsburg,  Kans.,  in  (1) 
above;  Briar,  Ark.,  in  (2)  above;  Shreve¬ 
port,  La.,  in  (3)  above;  West  Memphis, 
Ark.,  in  (4)  above;  facilities  of  National 
Gypsum  Company  at  New  Orleans  La., 
in  (5)  above,  and  Duke,  Okla.,  and 
Acme,  Tex.,  in  (6)  above. 

No.  MC  102567  (Sub-No.  E137),  filed 
June  3,  1974.  Applicant:  MC  NAIR 
TRANSPORT,  INC.,  P.O.  Drawer  5357, 
Bossier  City,  La.  71010.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Joe  Day  (same  as  above). 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Petroleum  prod¬ 
ucts,  as  described  in  Appendix  XIII  to 
the  report  in  Descriptions  in  Motor  Car¬ 
rier  Certificates,  61  M.C.C.  209,  in  bulk, 
in  tank  vehicles  (except  liquefied  petro¬ 
leum  gas,  anhydrous  ammonia  and 
asphalt),  from  those  points  in  Texsis, 
Arkansas,  and  Louisiana  within  150  miles 
of  Henderson,  Tex.,  which  are  west  of 
a  line  beginning  at  Mena,  Ark.,  and  ex¬ 
tending  along  U.S.  Highway  59/71  to 
junction  Arkansas  Highway  41,  thence 
along  Arkansas  Highway  41  to  junction 
Interstate  Highway  30,  thence  along  In¬ 
terstate  Highway  30  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  71,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
71  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  171,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  171  to  junction 
Louisiana  Highway  5,  thence  along 
Louisiana  Highway  5  to  junction  Texas 
Highway  7,  thence  along  Texas  Highway 
7  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  96,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  96  to  Texas  Highway 
87,  thence  along  Texas  Highway  87  to 
Port  Arthur,  Tex.,  to  those  points  in  Ten¬ 
nessee  east  of  a  line  beginning  at  the 
Kentucky -Tennessee  State  line  and  ex¬ 
tending  along  Tennessee  Highway  48  to 
junction  Tennessee  Highway  46,  thence 
along  Tennessee  Highway  46  to  junction 
Tennessee  Highway  50,  thence  along 
Tennessee  Highway  50  to  junction  Ten¬ 
nessee  Highway  43,  thence  along  Tennes¬ 
see  Highway  43  to  the  Tennessee-Mls- 
sissippl  State  line.  The  purpose  of  this 
filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateways  of  El 
Dorado,  Ark.,  Cotton  Valley,  La.,  and  Mt. 
Pleasant  and  Waskom,  Tex. 

No.  MC  102567  (Sub-No.  E144),  filed 
June  3,  1974.  Applicant:  McNAIR 

TRANSPORT,  INC.,  P.O.  Drawer  5357, 
Bossier  City,  La.  71010.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Joe  Day  (same  as  above). 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com- 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  Ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  Petroleum 
products,  as  described  in  Appendix  xm 
to  the  report  in  Descriptions  in  Motor 
Carrier  Certificates,  61  M.C.C.  209,  in 
bulk,  in  tank  vehicles  (except  liquefied 
petroleiun  gas,  anhydrous  ammonia  and 
asphalt) ,  from  those  points  in  Texas,  Ar¬ 
kansas.  Louisisma  within  150  miles  of 
Henderson.  Tex.,  which  are  north  and 
west  of  a  line  beginning  at  Mena,  Ark., 
and  extending  along  U.S.  Highway  58/ 
71  to  junction  UH.  Highway  82,  thence 
along  n.S.  Highway  82  to  junction  UH. 
Highway  79.  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 


79  to  junction  Louisiana  Highway  7, 
thence  along  Louisiana  Highway  7  to 
junction  Louisiana  Highway  6,  thence 
along  Louisiana  Highway  6  to  junction 
U.S.  Highway  96,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  96  to  junction  U.S.  Highway 
190,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  190  to 
junction  Texas  Highway  30,  thence  along 
Texas  Highway  30  to  junction  Texas 
Highway  90.  thence  along  Texas  High¬ 
way  90  to  Berlin,  Tex.,  to  those  points 
in  Florida  east  of  a  line  beginning  at 
the  Georgia-Florida  State  line  and  ex¬ 
tending  along  U.S.  Highway  221  to  junc¬ 
tion  U.S.  Highway  27,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  27  to  junction  U.S.  Alternate 
Highway  27,  thence  along  U.S.  Alternate 
Highway  27  to  junction  Florida  High¬ 
way  361,  thence  along  Florida  Highway 
361  to  the  Gulf  of  Mexico.  The  purpose 
of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gate¬ 
ways  of  El  Dorado,  Ark.,  Cotton  Valley, 
La.,  and  Waskom  and  Mt.  Pleasant,  Tex. 

No.  MC  102567  (Sub-No.  E145),  filed 
June  3,  1974.  Applicant:  MC  NAIR 
TRANSPORT,  INC.,  P.O.  Drawer  5357, 
Bossier  City,  La.  71010.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Joe  Day  (same  as  above) . 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  Petroleum 
products,  as  described  in  Appendix  XIII 
to  the  report  in  Descriptions  in  Motor 
Carrier  Certificates,  61  M.C.C.  209,  in 
bulk,  in  tank  vehicles  (except  liquefied 
petroleum  gas,  anhydrous  ammonia  and 
asphalt),  from  those  points  in  Texas, 
Arkansas,  and  Louisiana  within  150 
miles  of  Henderson,  Tex.,  which  are 
north  of  Interstate  Highway  20,  to  those 
points  in  Florida  south  of  a  line  begin¬ 
ning  at  the  Atlantic  Ocean  and  extend¬ 
ing  along  Florida  Highway  207  to  junc¬ 
tion  Florida  Highway  20,  thence  along 
Florida  Highway  20  to  junction  Florida 
Highway  26,  thence  along  Florida  High¬ 
way  26  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  19/98, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  19/98  to 
junction  County  Highway  351,  thence 
along  Coxmty  Highway  351  to  the  Gulf 
of  Mexico.  The  piupose  of  this  filing  is 
to  eliminate  the  gateways  of  El  Dorado, 
Ark.,  Cotton  Valley,  La.,  and  Washom 
and  Mt.  Pleasant,  Tex. 

No.  MC  107515  (Sub-No.  E613).  filed 
January  27,  1975.  Applicant:  REFRIG¬ 
ERATED  TRANSPORT  CO.,  INC.,  P.O. 
Box  308,  Forest  Park,  Ga.  33050.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  R.  M.  Tettlebaum, 
Suite  375,  3379  Peachtree  Rd.  NE.,  At¬ 
lanta,  Ga.  30326.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Frozen  meat,  meat  products,  and 
meat  "by-products  as  described  in  Sec¬ 
tion  A  of  Appendix  I  to  the  report  in 
Descriptions  in  Motor  Carrier  Certifi¬ 
cates,  61  M.C.C.  209  and  766,  in  vehicles 
equipped  with  mechanical  refrigeration 
(except  commodities  in  bulk,  in  tank 
vehicles) ;  (1)  from  points  in  California 
in  and  south  of  a  line  beginning  at  San 
Francisco  and  extending  along  Inter¬ 
state  Highway  80  to  junction  Interstate 
Highway  680,  thence  along  Interstate 
Highway  680  to  Junction  California 
Highway  4,  thence  along  California 
Highway  4  to  junction  California  High¬ 


way  99,  thence  along  California  High¬ 
way  99  to  Bakersfield  and  jimction 
California  Highway  58,  thence  along 
California  Highway  58  to  junction  In¬ 
terstate  Highway  15,  thence  along  In¬ 
terstate  Highway  15  to  the  California- 
Nevada  State  line,  to  points  in  Ohio  and 
points  in  Indiana  on  an  '  south  of  a  line 
beginning  at  the  Indiana-Illinois  State 
line  and  extending  along  Interstate 
Highway  74  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  31, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  31  to  junc¬ 
tion  U.S.  Highway  24,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  24  to  the  Indiana-Ohio  State 
line;  (2)  from  points  in  California  on 
and  south  or  west  of  a  line  beginning  at 
the  Pacific  Ocean  at  Santa  Cruz,  Calif., 
and  extending  along  California  Highway 
1  to  junction  California  Highway  152, 
thence  along  California  Highway  152 
to  junction  U.S.  Highway  101,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  101  to  junction 
California  Highway  46,  thence  along 
California  Highway  46  to  junction  Cali¬ 
fornia  Highway  99,  thence  along  Cali¬ 
fornia  Highway  99  to  jimction  California 
Highway  58,  thence  along  California 
Highway  58  to  junction  U.S.  Highway 
66,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  66  to  the 
California -Nevada  State  line,  to  points 
in  Indiana.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is 
to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  Booneville, 
Miss. 

No.  MC  108207  (Sub-No.  E22),  filed 
May  12, 1974.  Applicant:  FROZEN  FOOD 
EXPRESS,  me.,  P.O.  Box  5888,  Dallas, 
Tex.  75222.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Mike  Smith  (same  as  above) .  Authority 
sought  to  oi>erate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Frozen  foods  and  fresh 
meats,  from  Rossville,  Tenn.,  to  points 
in  Iowa,  Kansas,  and  Nebraska.  Restric¬ 
tion:  The  operations  authorized  herein 
are  restricted  to  the  transportation  of 
shipments  originating  at  Rossville,  Tenn. 
The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate 
the  gateway  of  Memphis,  Tenn. 

No.  MC  109478  (Sub-No.  E7)  (Correc¬ 
tion)  ,  filed  May  15, 1974,  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  January  22,  1975.  Ap¬ 
plicant:  WORSTER  MO’TOR  LINES, 
me.,  (3ay  Rd.,  P.O.  Box  116,  North  East, 
Pa.  16428.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Joseph  M.  MacKrell,  23  West  Tenth  St., 
Erie,  Pa.  16501.  Authority  sought  to  op¬ 
erate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  (1)  Preserved  food  products,  other 
than  frozen  or  in  bulk  in  tank  vehicles, 
from  Geneva,  Ohio,  to  points  in  Con¬ 
necticut,  Delaware,  Maryland,  Massa¬ 
chusetts,  Michigan  (Lower  Peninsula), 
New  Hampshire,  New  Jersey,  New  York, 
Pennsylvania,  Rhode  Islanil,  Vermont, 
the  District  of  Columbia,  and  points  in 
Maine  on  and  south  of  a  line  beginning 
at  the  Maine-New  Hampshire  State  line, 
extending  along  U.S.  Highway  2  to  junc¬ 
tion  U.S.  Highway  1  Alternate,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  1  Alternate  to  junc¬ 
tion  Maine  Highway  3,  thence  along 
Maine  Highway  3  to  the  Atlantic  Ocean; 
(2)  Grape  juice,  tomato  juice,  honey, 
jams,  jellies,  and  preserves  other  than 
frozen  or  in  bulk  In  tank  vehicles,  and 
food  products.  In  vehicles  equipped  with 
mechanical  refrigeration,  other  than 
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frozen  or  In  bulk  in  tank  vehicles,  from 
Geneva.  Ohio,  to  points  in  Indiana;  and 
(3)  Grape  juice,  tomato  juice,  honey, 
jams,  jellies,  and  preserves  other  than 
frozen  or  in  bulk  in  tank  vehicles,  from 
Geneva.  Ohio,  to  points  in  Illinois.  The 
pxupose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateways  of  (1)  North  East.  Pa.,  Erie 
Coimty,  Pa.,  and  LeRoy,  N.Y.,  and  points 
within  50  miles  thereof;  (2)  Erie  Coimty 
and  North  East.  Pa.;  and  (3)  North  East. 
Pa.  The  purpose  of  this  correction  is  to 
correct  the  origin  and  destination  de¬ 
scriptions  and  to  correct  the  gateway. 

No.  MC  109478  (Sub-No.  E8).  filed 
May  15.  1974.  Applicant:  WORSTER 
MOTOR  LINES.  INC..  Gay  Rd..  P.O.  Box 
110.  North  East.  Pa.  16428.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Joseph  P.  MacKrell.  23 
West  Tenth  St.,  Erie,  Pa.  16501.  Author¬ 
ity  sought  to  oc>erate  as  a  common  car¬ 
rier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  (1)  Food  and  food 
products,  other  than  frozen  or  in  bulk  in 
tank  veUcles;  from  Lawton,  Mich.,  to 
points  in  Connecticut,  Delaware,  Mary¬ 
land,  Massachusetts,  New  Hampshire, 
New  Jersey,  Rhode  Island,  Vermont,  the 
District  of  Columbia,  and  points  in 
Maine  on  and  south  of  a  line  beginning 
at  the  Maine-New  Hampshire  State  line 
and  extending  along  U.S.  Highway  2  to 
junction  n.S.  Highway  1  Alternate, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  1  Alternate  to 
Ellsworth.  Maine,  and  thence  along 
Maine  Highway  3  to  Bar  Harbor,  Maine; 
(2)  Food  products,  other  than  frozen  or 
in  bulk  in  tank  vehicles,  from  Lawton, 
Mich.,  to  points  in  New  York;  (3)  Pre¬ 
served  foodstuffs,  other  than  frozen  or  in 
bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from  Lawton  and 
Mattawan,  Mich.,  to  points  in  Connecti¬ 
cut.  Delaware,  Maryland,  Massachusetts, 
New  Hampshire,  New  Jersey,  New  York, 
Pennsylvania,  Rhode  Island,  Vermont, 
the  District  ot  Columbia,  and  points  in 
Maine  on  and  south  of  a  line  beginning  at 
the  Maine-New  Hampshire  State  line 
and  extending  along  U.S.  Highway  2  to 
junction  U.S.  Highway  1  Alternate, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  1  Alternate  to 
Ellsworth,  Maine,  and  thence  along 
Maine  Highway  3  to  Bar  Harbor.  Maine. 
The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate 
the  gateways  of  (1)  Leepsir,  Holgate,  and 
St.  Mary’s  Ohio;  (2)  Geneva,  Ohio,  and 
LeRoy.  N.Y.,  and  points  within  50  miles 
thereof;  and  (3)  Westfield,  N.Y.,  and 
North  East,  Pa. 

No.  MC  109478  (Sub-No.  Ell),  filed 
May  15.  1974.  Applicant:  WORSTER 
MOTOR  LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  110,  Gay 
Rd.,  North  East,  Pa.  16428.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Joseph  F.  MacKrell,  23 
West  Tenth  St..  Erie.  Pa.  16501.  Author¬ 
ity  sought  to  operate  as  a  common  car¬ 
rier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  (1)  Grape  juice, 
tomato  juice,  honey,  jams,  jellies,  and 
preserves,  other  than  frozen  or  in  bulk 
in  ttmk  vehicles,  from  Jersey  City,  N.J., 
and  points  in  New  Jersey  within  25  miles 
thereof  to  all  points  in  Illinois;  (2)  Grape 
juice,  tomato  juice,  honey,  jams,  jellies, 
and  preserves,  other  than  frozen  or  in 
bulk  in  tank  vehicles,  from  Jersey  Cily, 
N.J..  and  points  in  New  Jersey  within  25 


miles  thereof  to  all  points  in'Indiana;  (3) 
Food  products,  other  than  frozen  or  in 
bulk  in  tank  vehicles,  frxxn  Jersey  City, 
N.J.,  and  points  in  New  Jersey  within  25 
miles  thereof  to  all  points  in  the  lower 
Peninsula  of  Michigan;  (4)  Food  prod¬ 
ucts.  other  than  frozen  or  in  bulk  in  tank 
vehicles,  preserved  food  products,  in  ve¬ 
hicles  equipped  with  mechanical  refriger¬ 
ation,  other  than  frozen  or  in  bulk  in 
tank  vehicles,  from  Jersey  City,  N.J,,  and 
points  in  New  Jersey  within  25  miles 
thereof  to  all  points  in  Michigan;  and 
(5)  Preserved  food  products  other  than 
frozen  or  in  bulk  in  tank  vehicles,  from 
Jersey  City,  N.J.,  and  points  in  New  Jer¬ 
sey  within  25  miles  thereof  to  all  points 
in  CTrawford  and  Erie  Counties,  Pa.  ’The 
purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateways  of;  in  (1)  and  (2),  Brocton, 
N.Y.;  in  (3)  Brocton,  N.Y.,  and  Genesee 
and  Monroe  Counties,  N.Y.;  in  (4)  Ham¬ 
lin,  N.Y.,  Brocton,  N.Y.,  and  Erie  County, 
Pa.,  and  in  (5)  Brocton,  N.Y. 

No.  MC  109637  (Sub-No.  E14).  filed 
May  29,  1974.  Applicant:  SOUTHERN 
TANK  LINES,  INC.,  10  West  Baltimore 
Ave.,  Lansdowne,  Pa.  19050.  Applicant’s 
representative:  John  Nelson  (same  as 
al^ve) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
Irregular  routes,  transporting:  Petroleum 
and  petroleum  products  (except  benzol, 
toluol,  and  xylol)  as  described  in  Appen¬ 
dix  xm  to  the  report  in  Descriptions  in 
Motor  Carrier  Certificates.  61  M.C.C.  209 
and  766,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  fr<»n 
Troy,  Ind.,  to  points  in  Ohio.  The  purpose 
of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateways 
of  Louisville,  Ky.,  and  Madison,  'Ind. 

No.  MC  113459  (Sub-No.  E92),  filed 
May  14. 1974.  Applicant:  H.  J.  JEFFRIES 
TRUCK  LINE,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  94850, 
Oklahoma  City,  Okla.  73109.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Robert  A.  Fisher  (same 
as  above) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
Irregular  routes,  transporting;  Commodi¬ 
ties,  the  transportation  of  which,  by  rea¬ 
son  of  size  or  weight,  require  the  use  of 
special  equipment,  restricted  against  the 
transportaticm  of  agricultural  machinery 
and  agricultural  tractors,  and  self-pro¬ 
pelled  articles,  each  weighing  15,000 
pounds  or  more,  and  related  machinery, 
tools,  parts  and  supplies  when  moving  in 
connection  therewith,  restricted  to  com¬ 
modities  which  are  transported  on  trail¬ 
ers,  between  points  in  Iowa  on  and  east 
of  UB.  Highway  61,  on  the  one  hand,  and, 
on  the  other,  points  in  North  Dakota  on 
and  west  of  North  Dakota  Highway  1, 
and  on  and  north  of  Interstate  Highway 
94.  ’The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  elimi¬ 
nate  the  gateway  of  Sterling,  Ill. 

No.  MC  113459  (Sub-No.  E93),  filed 
May  14, 1974.  Applicant:  H.  J.  JEFFRIES 
TRUCK  LINE,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  94850, 
Oklahoma  City,  Okla.  73109.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Robert  A.  Fisher  (same 
as  above) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
Irregular  routes,  transporting:  Commodi¬ 
ties.  the  transportation  of  which,  by  rea¬ 
son  of  size  or  weight,  require  the  use  of 
special  equipment,  restricted  against  the 
transportation  of  agricultural  machinery 
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and  agricultural  tractors,  and  self-pro¬ 
pelled  articles,  each  weighing  15,000 
pounds  or  more,  and  related  machinery, 
tools,  parts  and  supplies  when  moving  in 
connection  therewith,  restricted  to  com¬ 
modities  which  are  transported  on  trail¬ 
ers,  between  points  in  Iowa  on  and  east 
of  U.S.  Highway  52  beginning  at  the 
lowa-Mlnnesota  State  line  to  junction 
Iowa  Highway  150,  thence  along  Iowa 
Highway  150  to  junction  U.S.  Highway 
151,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  151  to 
junction  U.S.  Highway  218,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  218  to  junction  U.S.  High¬ 
way  34,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  34  to 
the  lowa-Illinois  State  line,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  New 
Mexico  on,  west  or  south  of  U.S.  Highway 
85  and  U.S.  Highway  84.  The  purpose  of 
this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of 
Sterling,  Ill. 

No.  MC  113459  (Sub-No.  E94),  filed 
May,  14,  1974.  Applicant:  H.  J.  JEF¬ 
FRIES  TRUCK  LINE,  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
94850,  Oklahoma  City,  Okla.  73109.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  Robert  Fisher 
(same  as  above).  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  Irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Commodities,  the  transportation  of 
which,  by  reason  of  size  or  weight,  re¬ 
quire  the  use  ot  special  equipment,  re¬ 
stricted  against  the  transportation  of 
agricultural  machinery  and  agricultural 
tractors,  and  self-propelled  articles,  each 
weighing  15,000  pounds  or  more,  and 
related  machinery,  tools,  parts  and  sup¬ 
plies  when  moving  in  connection  there¬ 
with,  restricted  to  commodities  which 
are  transported  on  trailers,  (1)  between 
points  in  Wisconsin  on  and  south  of  a 
line  beginning  at  Green  Bay  and  extend¬ 
ing  along  U.S.  Highway  41  to  its  junction 
with  Wisconsin  Highway  44,  thence  along 
Wisconsin  Highway  44  to  its  junction 
with  Wisconsin  Highway  23,  thence  along 
Wisconsin  Highway  23  to  its  junction 
with  U.S.  Highway  14,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  14  to  its  jimction  with  Wiscon¬ 
sin  Highway  60.  thence  along  Wisconsin 
Highway  60  to  its  jimction  with  U.S. 
Highway  18,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
18  to  the  Wlsconsin-Iowa  State  line,  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points 
in  Montana  on  and  west  of  Montana 
Highway  242  beginning  at  the  Montana - 
Canada  State  line,  to  its  junction  with 
U.S.  Highway  191,  to  its  junction  with 
U.S.  Highway  87,  thence  along  U.S.  High¬ 
way  87  to  the  Montana-Wyoming  State 
line;  and  (2)  between  points  in  Wiscon¬ 
sin  on  and  south  of  a  line  beginning  at 
Lake  Michigan,  and  extending  along 
Wisconsin  Highway  23  to  its  junction 
with  U.S.  Highway  151,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  151  to  its  junction  with  Wis¬ 
consin  Highway  69,  thence  along  Wiscon¬ 
sin  Highway  69  to  the  Wisconsin- 
Illinols  State  line,  on  the  one  hand.  and. 
on  the  other,  all  points  in  Montana.  The 
purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  Sterling,  m. 

No.  MC  113459  (Sub-No.  E95),  filed 
May,  14,  1974.  Applicant:  H.  J.  JEF¬ 
FRIES  TRUCK  LINE,  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
94850,  Oklahoma  City,  Okla.  73109.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  Robert  Fisher 
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(same  as  above).  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing;  Machinery,  equipment,  materials 
and  supplies,  used  in,  or  in  connection 
with,  the  discovery,  development,  pro¬ 
duction,  refining,  manufacture,  proces¬ 
sing,  storage,  transmission,  and  distribu¬ 
tion  of  natural  gas  and  petroleum  and 
their  products  and  by-products,  except  in 
connection  with  main  or  trunk  pipelines, 
and  machinery,  equipment,  materials 
and  supplies  used  in.  or  in  connection 
with,  the  construction,  operation,  repair, 
servicing,  maintenance  and  dismantling 
of  pipelines,  except  in  connection  with 
main  or  trunk  pipelines;  between  points 
in  Nevada  west  of  a  line  beginning  at 
the  Nevada-Idaho  State  line  and  extend¬ 
ing  along  U.S.  Highway  51  to  its  junc¬ 
tion  with  U.S.  Highway  50,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  50  to  the  Nevada-Utah 
State  line,  and  points  in  that  part  of 
North  Dakota  on  and  west  of  North 
Dakota  Highway  30.  The  purpose  of  this 
filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of 
points  in  Colorado  east  of  U.S.  Highway 
87. 

No.  MC  113549  (Sub-No.  E96).  filed 
May  14, 1974.  Applicant;  H.  J.  JEFFRIES 
TRUCK  LINE,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  94850, 
Oklahoma  City,  Okla.  73109.  Applicant’s 
representative;  Robert  Fisher  (same  as 
above) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting;  Machin¬ 
ery,  equipment,  materials  and  supplies 
used  in,  or  in  connection  with,  the  dis¬ 
covery,  develoixnent,  production,  refin¬ 
ing,  manufacture,  processing,  storage, 
transmission,  and  distribution  of  natural 
gras  and  petroleum  and  their  products 
and  by-products,  except  in  connection 
with  main  or  trunk  pipelines,  and  ma¬ 
chinery,  equipment,  materials  and  sup¬ 
plies  used  in,  or  in  connection  with, 
the  construction,  operation,  repair,  serv¬ 
icing,  maintenance  and  dismantling  of 
pipelines,  except  in  connection  with  main 
or  trunk  pipelines,  between  points  in 
Kansas,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  those  praints  in  South  Dakota  on, 
north  and  west  of  a  line  beginning  at  the 
North  Dakota-South  Dakota  State  line 
and  extending  along  South  Dakota  High¬ 
way  73  to  its  jimction  with  U.S.  Highway 
14.  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  14  to  its 
junctiwi  with  Interstate  Highway  90, 
thence  along  Interstate  Highway  90  to 
its  jimction  South  Dakota  Highway  79, 
thence  along  South  Dakota  Highway  79 
to  its  juncti<m  with  U.S.  Highway  385. 
The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate 
the  gateways  of  points  in  Colorado  east 
of  U.S.  Highway  87. 

No.  MC  113459  (Sub-No.  E97).  filed 
May  14, 1974.  Applicant;  H.  J.  JEFFRIES 
TRUCK  LINE,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  94850, 
Oklahoma  City,  Okla.  73109.  Applicant’s 
representative;  Robert  Fisher  (same  as 
above) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting;  Machin¬ 
ery,  equipment,  materials  and  supplies 
used  in,  or  in  connection  with,  the  dis¬ 
covery,  development,  production,  refin¬ 
ing.  manufacture,  processing,  storage, 


transmission,  and  distribution  of  natural 
gas  and  petroleum  and  their  products 
and  by-products,  except  in  connection 
with  main  or  trunk  pipelines,  and  ma¬ 
chinery,  equipment,  materials  and  sup¬ 
plies  used  in.  or  in  connection  with  main 
or  trunk  pipelines,  between  points  in 
Kansas,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  points  in  North  Dakota  on  and 
west  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  United 
States-Canadian  International  Bound¬ 
ary  line  and  extending  along  North 
Dakota  Highway  8  to  its  junction  with 
North  Dakota  Highway  23,  thence  along 
North  Dakota  Highway  23  to  its  jimction 
with  North  Dakota  Highway  22,  thence 
along  North  Dakota  Highway  22  to  its 
junction  with  U.S.  Highway  12,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  12  to  its  junction 
with  North  Dakota  Highway  12,  thence 
along  North  Dakota  Highway  12  to  the 
North  Dakota-South  Dakota  State  line. 
The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate 
the  gateways  of  points  in  Colorado  east  of 
U.S.  Highway  87. 

No.  MC  113459  (Sub-No.  E98).  filed 
May  14, 1974.  Applicant;  H.  J.  JEFFRIES 
TRUCK  LINE.  INC.,  P.O,  Box  94850, 
Oklahoma  City,  Okla.  73109.  Applicant’s 
representative;  Robert  Fisher  (same  as 
above) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting;  Commod¬ 
ities,  the  transportation  of  which,  by 
reason  of  size  or  weight,  require  the  use 
of  special  equipment,  restricted  against 
the  transportation  of  agricultural  ma¬ 
chinery  and  agricultural  tractors,  and 
self-propelled  articles,  each  weighing 
15,000  pounds  or  more,  and  related  ma¬ 
chinery,  tools,  parts  and  supplies  when 
moving  in  connection  therewith,  re¬ 
stricted  to  commodities  which  are  trans¬ 
ported  on  trailers,  between  points  in  Wis¬ 
consin  on  and  south  of  a  line  beginning 
at  Milwaukee  and  extending  along  U.S. 
Highway  18  to  its  jimction  with  Wiscon¬ 
sin  Highway  59,  thence  along  Wisconsin 
Highway  59  to  its  junction  with  Wiscon¬ 
sin  Highway  26.  thence  along  Wisconsin 
Highway  26  to  its  junction  with  UB. 
Highway  51,  thence  along  U.S.  High¬ 
way  51  to  the  Wisconsln-niinols  State 
line,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  North  Dakota.  TTie  purpose  of 
this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway 
of  Sterling,  Ill. 

No.  MC  113459  (Sub-No.  E99),  filed 
May  14, 1974.  Applicant;  H.  J.  JEFFRIES 
TRUCK  LINE,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  94850, 
Oklahoma  City,  Okla.  73109.  Applicant’s 
representative;  Robert  Fisher  (same  as 
alrave) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting;  Comihod- 
ities,  the  transportation  of  which,  by 
reason  of  size  or  weight,  require  the  use 
of  special  equipment,  restricted  against 
the  transportation  of  agricultural  ma¬ 
chinery  and  agricultural  tractors,  and 
self-propelled  articles,  each  weighing 
15,000  pounds  or  more,  and  related  ma¬ 
chinery,  tools,  parts  and  supplies  when 
moving  in  connection  therewith,  re¬ 
stricted  to  commodities  which  are  trans¬ 
ported  on  trailers,  between  points  in 
Minnesota  on,  south  and  east  of  a  line 


beginning  at  the  Minnesota-Iowa  State 
line  and  extending  along  Interstate 
Highway  35  to  its  junction  with  U.S. 
Highway  12,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
12  to  the  Minnesota-Wisconsin  State 
line,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  Missouri  on.  east  and  south  of 
a  line  beginning  at  the  Missouri-Illinois 
State  line  and  extending  along  Inter¬ 
state  Highway  70  to  its  junction  with  In¬ 
terstate  Highway  244,  thence  along  In¬ 
terstate  Highway  244  to  its  junction  with 
U.S.  Highway  67,  thence  along  U.S.  High- 
w'ay  67  to  the  Missouri-Arkansas  State 
line.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  elim¬ 
inate  the  gateway  of  Sterling,  HI. 

No.  MC  113459  (Sub-No.  ElOO),  filed 
May  14, 1974.  Applicant:  H.  J.  JEFFRIES 
TRUCK  LINE,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  94850, 
Oklahoma  City,  Okla.  73109.  Applicant’s 
representative;  Robert  Fisher  (same  as 
above) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irr^ular  routes,  transporting:  Earth 
drilling  machinery  and  equipment  and 
machinery  equipment,  materials,  sup¬ 
plies  and  pipe,  due  to  size  or  weight,  re¬ 
quire  the  use  of  special  equipment,  in¬ 
cidental  to,  used  in,  or  in  connection 
with  (a)  the  transportation,  installation, 
removal,  operation,  repair,  servicing, 
maintenance  and  dismantling  of  drilling 
machinery  and  equipment,  (b)  the  com¬ 
pletion  of  holes  or  wells  drilled,  (c)  the 
production,  storage,  and  transmission  of 
commodities  resulting  from  drilling  op¬ 
erations  at  well  or  hole  sites  and  (d) 
the  Injection  or  removal  of  commodi¬ 
ties  into  or  from  holes  or  wells,  between 
Bullitt,  Hardin,  Meade,  Breckinridge, 
Crittenden,  Hancock,  Daviess,  Hender¬ 
son,  Union,  Webster,  McLean.  Hopkins, 
Ohio,  Grayson,  Edmonson,  Hart,  War¬ 
ren,  Butler,  Muhlenberg,  Logan,  Todd, 
C^irlstian,  Trigg,  Simpson,  Lyon,  Cald¬ 
well  and  Jefferson  Counties,  Ky.,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  Wyoming. 
The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate 
the  gateways  of  points  in  Kanssks  and 
those  in  Hlinois  south  of  U.S.  Highway 
36. 

No.  MC  113459  (Sub-No.  ElOl),  filed 
May  14, 1974.  Applicant:  H.  J.  JEFFRIES 
TRUCK  LINE,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  94850, 
OklEihoma  City,  Okla.  73109.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Robert  Fisher  (same  as 
above) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting;  Earth 
drilling  machinery  and  equipment  and 
machinery  equipment,  materials,  sup¬ 
plies.  and  pipe,  which  due  to  size  or 
weight,  require  the  use  of  sp>ecial  equip¬ 
ment,  incidental  to,  used  in,  or  In  con¬ 
nection  with  (a)  the  transportation,  In¬ 
stallation,  removal,  operation,  repair, 
servicing,  maintenance,  and  dismantling 
of  drilling  machinery  and  equipment, 
(b)  the  completion  of  holes  or  wells 
drilled,  (c)  the  production,  storage,  and 
transmission  of  commodities  resulting 
from  drilling  operations  at  well  or  hole 
sites  and  (d)  the  injection  or  removal 
of  commodities  into  or  from  holes  or 
wells,  between  Bullitt,  Hardin.  Meade, 
Breckinridge,  Crittenden,  Hancock, 
Daviess,  Henderson,  Union,  Webster, 
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McLean,  Hopkins,  Ohio,  Grayson,  Ed¬ 
monson,  Hart,  Warren,  Butler,  Muhlen¬ 
berg,  Logan,  Todd,  Christian,  Trigg, 
Simpson,  Lyon,  Caldwell,  and  Jefferson 
Counties,  Ky.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  Nevada.  The  purpose  of  this 
filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateways  of 
points  in  Colorado,  Kansas,  and  those  In 
Illinois  south  of  U.S.  Highway  36. 

No.  MC  113459  (Sub-No.  E103),  filed 
May  14, 1974.  Applicant:  H.  J.  JEFFRIES 
TRUCK  LINE,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  94850,  Ok¬ 
lahoma  City,  Okla.  73109.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Robert  Fisher  (same  as 
above).  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Metal 
tubing  and  pipe,  the  transportation  of 
which,  by  reason  of  size  or  weight,  re¬ 
quire  the  use  of  special  equipment,  from 
points  In  Texas  on  and  west  of  a  line  be¬ 
ginning  at  the  Texas-Oklahoma  State 
line  and  extending  along  U.S.  Highway 
271  to  Its  jimctlon  with  Texas  Highway 
19,  thence  along  Texas  Highway  19  to  Its 
Junction  with  Interstate  Highway  30, 
thence  along  Interstate  Highway  30  to 
Its  Junction  Interstate  Highway  35, 
thence  along  Interstate  Highway  35  to 
Its  Junction  with  U.S.  Highway  77,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  77  to  Its  Junction 
with  Interstate  Highway  10,  thence  along 
Interstate  Highway  10  to  its  Junction 
with  U.S.  Highway  181,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  181  to  the  Gulf  of  Mexico, 
to  points  in  Kentucky.  The  purpose  of 
this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of 
Tulsa,  Okla. 

No.  MC  113843  (Sub-No.  E200),  filed 
May  6,  1974.  Applicant:  REFRIGER¬ 
ATED  FOOD  EXPRESS,  INC.,  316  Sum¬ 
mer  Street,  Boston,  Mass.  02210.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Lawrence  T.  Shells 
(same  as  above) .  Authority  sought  to  op¬ 
erate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Frozen  meats,  frozen  meat  products,  and 
frozen  meat  by-products,  and  articles 
distributed  by  meat  packinghouses  (ex¬ 
cept  hides  and  commodities  In  bulk.  In 
tank  vehicles),  as  described  in  Sections 
A  and  C  of  Appendix  I  to  the  report  in 
Descriptions  in  Motor  Carrier  Certifi¬ 
cates,  61  M.C.C.  209  and  766,  from  the 
plant  site  of  Armour  and  Company  near 
Sterling,  Ill.,  to  points  in  Accomaek  and 
Northampton  Counties,  Va.,  restricted  to 
traffic  originating  at  the  plant  site  of 
Armour  and  Co.,  at  or  near  Sterling,  Ill. 
The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate 
the  gateway  of  Elmira,  N.Y. 

No.  MC  113843  (Sub-No.  E203),  filed 
May  6,  1974.  Applicant:  REFRIGER¬ 
ATED  F(X)D  EXPRESS,  INC.,  316  Sum¬ 
mer  Street,  Boston,  Mass.  02210.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Lawrence  T.  Shells 
(same  as  above) .  Authority  sought  to  op¬ 
erate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Frozen  meats,  from  the  storage  fa¬ 
cilities  utilized  by  Armour  and  Company 
at  or  near  Worthington  and  Mankato, 
Minn.,  restricted  to  shipments  originat¬ 
ing  at  said  storage  facilities  at  or  near 
Worthington  and  Mankato,  Minn.,  to 
those  points  In  Virginia  on  and  east  of 
Interstate  Highway  95.  The  purpose  of 


this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of 
Elmira,  N.Y. 

No.  MC  113843  (Sub-No.  E376),  filed 
May  15,  1974.  Applicant:  REPHIGER- 
ATED  POOD  EXPRESS,  INC.,  316  Sum¬ 
mer  Street,  Boston.  Mass.  02210.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Lawrence  T.  Shells 
(same  as  above).  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Frozen  poultry,  frozen  seafood,  and 
frozen  fruits  and  vegetables,  from  points 
in  Delaware  and  Maryland  (except  Poco- 
moke  City,  Cambridge  and  Crisfield) 
east  of  the  Chesapeake  Bay  and  south 
of  the  Chesapeake  and  Delaware  Canal, 
to  those  points  In  Erie,  McKean  and 
Warren  Coimties,  Pa.,  on  and  north  of  a 
line  beginning  at  the  Pennsylvania-Ohlo 
State  line  and  extending  along  Pennsyl¬ 
vania  Highway  226  to  Junction  U.S.  High¬ 
way  6N,  th^ce  along  U.S.  Highway  6N 
to  junction  U.S.  Highway  6,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  6  to  Warren,  Pa.,  thence 
along  Pennsylvania  Highway  59  to  Junc¬ 
tion  U.S.  Highway  6,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  6  to  the  McKean-Potter  County 
Line,  and  points  in  Missouri  on  and  west 
of  U.S.  Highway  63,  that  portion  of 
Michigan  on  and  north  of  a  line  begin¬ 
ning  at  Lake  Michigan  and  extending 
along  U.S.  Highway  10  to  Junction  U.S. 
Highway  27,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
27  to  Junction  Michigan  Highway  55, 
thence  along  Michigan  Highway  55  to 
Lake  Huron.  The  purpose  of  this  filing 
is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  Elmira, 
N.Y. 

No.  MC  113843  (Sub-No.  E388).  filed 
May  22,  1974.  Applicant:  REFRIGER¬ 
ATED  PCX)D  EXPRESS,  INC.,  316  Sum¬ 
mer  Street,  Boston,  Mass.  02210.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Lawrence  T.  Shells 
(same  as  above).  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Canned  goods;  (1)  from  Baltimore, 
Md.,  to  points  in  North  Dakota  and  South 
Dakota,  and  those  points  in  the  Upper 
Peninsula  of  Michigan  on,  north,  and 
west  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Michigan - 
Wisconsin  State  line  and  extending  along 
U.S.  Highway  8  to  Junction  U.S.  High¬ 
way  2,  to  Escanaba,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  2  to  Junction  U.S.  Highway  41, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  41  to  Lake 
Superior,  those  in  Iowa  on,  north,  and 
west  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  lowa- 
Nebraska  State  line  and  extending  along 
U.S.  Highway  6  to  Oakland,  Iowa,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  6  to  Junction  U.S. 
Highway  59,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
59  to  Junction  Interstate  Highway  80, 
thence  along  Interstate  Highway  80  to 
Jimction  U.S.  Highway  71,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  71  to  Junction  U.S.  High¬ 
way  18,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  18 
to  Junction  Iowa  Highway  4,  thence  along 
Iowa  Highway  4  to  the  lowa-Mlnnesota 
State  line,  those  in  Nebraska  on,  north, 
and  west  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Ne- 
braska-Iowa  State  line  and  extending 
along  UB.  Highway  6  to  Lincoln,  Nebr., 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  6  to  Junc¬ 
tion  U.S.  Highway  77,  thence  along  UJ3. 
77  to  the  Nebraska-Kansas  State  line, 
those  In  Kansas  on  and  west  of  UJ3. 
Highway  183,  those  In  Minnesota  on. 


north,  and  west  of  a  line  beginning  at 
the  Minnesota- Wisconsin  State  line  and 
extending  along  Interstate  Highway  94 
to  Junction  Interstate  Highway  494, 
thence  along  Interstate  Highway  494  to 
Junction  U.S.  Highway  169,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  169  to  the  Minnesota-Iowa 
State  line,  and  those  in  Wisconsin  on, 
north,  and  west  of  a  line  beginning  at 
the  Wisconsln-Minnesota  State  line  and 
extending  along  U.S.  Highway  8  to  junc¬ 
tion  U.S.  Highway  63,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  63  to  Ashland,  Wis.,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  63  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  2,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
2  to  the  Wisconsin-Michigan  State  line. 

(b)  Prom  Havre  de  Grace,  Md.,  to 
points  in  Nebraska,  North  Dakota,  South 
Dakota,  and  those  points  in  Iowa  on, 
north,  and  west  of  a  line  beginning  at 
the  lowa-Mlnnesota  State  line  and  ex¬ 
tending  along  U.S.  Highway  218  to 
Charles  City,  Iowa,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  218  to  Junction  Iowa  Highway 
14,  thence  along  Iowa  Highway  14  to 
junction  Iowa  Highway  147,  to  Rockford, 
Iowa,  thence  along  Iowa  Highway  147  to 
Junction  unniunbered  highway,  thence 
along  unnumbered  highway  to  jimction 
U.S.  Highway  18  to  Mason  City,  Iowa, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  18  to  junction 
U.S.  Highway  65,  thence  along  U.S.  High¬ 
way  65  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  20, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  20  to  Junction 
U.S.  Highway  69,  thence  along  U.S.  High¬ 
way  69  to  the  lowa-Missouri  State  line, 
those  in  Kansas  on  and  west  of  a  line 
beginning  at  the  Kansas-Oklahoma 
State  line  and  extending  along  U.S. 
Highway  77  to  Junction  U.S.  Highway 
160,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  160  to 
junction  U.S.  Highway  81,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  80  to  the  Kansas-Nebraska 
State  line,  to  points  in  the  Lower  Penin¬ 
sula  of  Michigan  on  and  north  of  a  line 
beginning  at  Lake  Huron  and  extending 
along  Michigan  Highway  32  to  Junction 
U.S.  Highway  131,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  131  to  Junction  Michigan  High¬ 
way  72,  thence  along  Michigan  Highway 
72  to  Lake  Michigan,  those  in  the  Upper 
Peninsula  of  Michigan,  those  in  Minne¬ 
sota  on,  north,  and  west  of  a  line  begin¬ 
ning  at  the  Minnesota-Wisconsin  State 
line  and  extending  along  U.S.  Highway 
14  to  Rochester,  thence  along  U.S.  High¬ 
way  14  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  63, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  63  to  the 
Minnesota-Iowa  State  line,  and  those  in 
Wisconsin  on,  north,  and  west  of  a  line 
beginning  at  the  Wisconsin-Michigan 
State  line  and  extending  along  Michigan 
Highway  64  to  Junction  U.S.  Highway 
141,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  141  to 
Junction  U.S.  Highway  8,  thence  along 
UJ3.  Highway  8  to  Junction  Wisconsin 
Highway  27,  thence  along  Wisconsin 
Highway  27  to  Junction  Wisconsin  High¬ 
way  178,  thence  along  Wisconsin  High¬ 
way  178  to  Junction  U.S.  Highway  53  to 
Eau  Claire,  Wis.,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  53  to  Junction  Wisconsin  High¬ 
way  93,  thence  along  Wisconsin  Highway 
93  to  Junction  Wisconsin  Highway  54, 
thence  along  Wisconsin  Highway  54  to 
the  Wiscimsln -Minnesota  State  line. 

(c)  From  those  points  In  Delaware  and 
Maryland  on  and  south  of  UJ3.  Highway 
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40  and  on  and  north  of  a  line  beginning 
at  the  Chesapeake  Bay  and  extending 
along  U.S.  Highway  50  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  301,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
301  to  junction  Maryland  Highway  300, 
thence  along  Maryland  Highway  300  to 
junction  Delaware  Highway  44,  thence 
along  Delaware  Highway  44  to  junction 
Delaware  Highway  8,  thence  along  Dela¬ 
ware  Highway  8  to  the  Delaware  River,  to 
points  in  North  Dakota,  South  Dakota, 
Minnesota,  Nebraska,  Kansas,  and  those 
points  in  Iowa  (except  those  south  and 
west  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Iowa -Illi¬ 
nois  State  line  and  extending  along  Iowa 
Highway  2  to  junction  Iowa  Highway  81, 
thence  along  Iowa  Highway  81  to  the 
lowa-Missouri  State  line,  those  in  Illinois 
on,  north,  and  west  of  a  line  beginning 
at  the  minois-Wisconsin  State  line  and 
extending  along  U.S.  Highway  51  to 
Rockford,  Ill.,  thence  along  Illinois  High¬ 
way  51  to  junction  Ilhnois  Highway  2, 
thence  along  Illinois  Highway  2  to  junc¬ 
tion  U.S.  Highway  30,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  30  to  the  Blinois-Iowa  State 
line,  and  those  in  Wisconsin  on,  north, 
and  west  of  a  line  beginning  at  Lake 
Michigan  and  extending  along  U.S. 
Highway  18  to  junction  Wisconsin  High¬ 
way  26,  thence  along  Wisconsin  Highway 
26  to  junction  Interstate  Highway  90, 
thence  along  Interstate  Highway  90  to 
the  Wisconsin-niinois  State  line,  and 
St.  Joseph  and  Kansas  City,  Mo. 

(d)  Prom  those  points  in  Delaware 
and  Maryland  south  of  a  line  beginning 
at  Che6ap>eake  Bay  and  extending  along 
U.S.  Highway  50  to  junction  U.S.  High¬ 
way  301,  thenc  ealong  U.S.  Highway  301 
to  Junction  Maryland  Highway  300, 
thence  along  Maryland  Highway  300  to 
junction  Delaware  Highway  '44,  thence 
along  Delaware  Highway  44  to  junction 
Delaware  Highway  8,  thence  along  Dela¬ 
ware  Highway  8  to  the  Delaware  River, 
and  on  and  north  of  a  line  beginning  at 
the  Chesapeake  Bay  and  extending  along 
Maryland  Highway  343  to  junction 
U.S.  Highway  50,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  50  to  junction  Maryland  High¬ 
way  16,  thence  along  Maryland  Highway 
16  to  jimction  Maryland  Highway 
392,  thence  along  Maryland  Highway  392 
to  Junction  Delaware  Highway  20, 
thence  along  Delaware  Highway  20  to 
jimction  U.S.  Highway  113,  thence  along 
UJ3.  Highway  113  to  junction  Delaware 
Highway  26,  thence  along  Delaware 
Highway  26  to  the  Atlantic  Ocean,  to 
points  in  North  Dakota,  South  Dakota, 
Minnesota,  and  Nebraska,  and  those  in 
Iowa  on,  north,  and  west  of  a  line  begin¬ 
ning  at  the  lowa-Wisconsin  State  line 
and  extending  along  Iowa  Highway  9  to 
Decorah,  Iowa,  thence  along  Iowa  High¬ 
way  150  to  Cedar  Rapids,  thence  along 
Iowa  Highway  150  to  junction  Iowa 
Hi^way  149,  thence  along  Iowa  High¬ 
way  149  to  jimction  Iowa  Highway  92, 
thence  along  Iowa  Highway  92  to  junc¬ 
tion  UB.  Highway  69,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  69  to  the  lowa-Missouri  State 
line,  those  in  Kansas  on,  north,  and  west 
of  a  iiTMt  beginning  at  the  Kansas-Ne- 
braska  State  line  and  extending  along 
UB.  mghway  77  to  junction  UB.  High¬ 
way  24,  to  Manhattan,  Kans.,  thence 


along  U.S.  Highway  24  to  junction 
Kansas  Highway  18  to  Junction  City, 
Kans.,  thence  along  Kansas  Highway 
18  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  40  to 
Solomon,  Kans.,  to  junction  Kansas 
Highway  220  to  Salina,  Kans.,  thence 
along  Kansas  Highway  220  to  junc¬ 
tion  U.S.  Highway  81,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  81  to  junction  Kansas  High¬ 
way  51,  Pratt,  Kans.,  thence  along  Kan¬ 
sas  Highway  61  to  junction  U.S.  Highway 
54,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  54 
to  the  Kansas-Oklahoma  State  line,  and 
those  in  Wisconsin  on,  north,  and  west 
of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Wisconsin- 
lowa  State  line  and  extending  along  U.S. 
Highway  18  to  junction  Wisconsin 
Highway  60,  to  Sauk  City,  Wis., 
thence  along  Wisconsin  Highway  60  to 
junction  U.S.  Highway  12  to  Wisconsin 
Dells,  Wis.,  thence  along  Wisconsm 
Highway  12  to  junction  Wisconsin  High¬ 
way  13  to  Wisconsin  Rapids,  Wis.,  thence 
along  Wisconsin  Highway  13  to  junc¬ 
tion  Wisconsin  Highway  54,  thence  along 
Wisconsin  Highway  54  to  junction 
U.S.  Highway  51,  thence  along  Wisconsin 
Highway  51  to  junction  Wisconsin 
Highway  29,  to  Shawano,  Wis.,  thence 
along  Wisconsin  Highway  29  to  junction 
Wisconsin  Highway  22,  thence  along 
Wisconsin  Highway  22  to  Lake  Michigan. 

(e)  From  those  points  in  Delaware 
and  Maryland  south  of  a  line  beginning 
at  the  CTiesapeake  Bay  and  extending 
along  Maryland  Highwy  343  to  junction 
U.S.  Highway  50,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  50  to  junction  Maryland  High¬ 
way  16,  thence  along  Maryland  Highway 
16  to  junction  Mai-yland  Highway  392, 
thence  along  Maryland  Highway  392  to 
junction  Delaware  Highway  20,  thence 
along  Delaware  Highway  20  to  junction 
U.S.  Highway  113,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  113  to  junction  Delaware  High¬ 
way  26,  thence  along  Delaware  Highway 
26  to  the  Atlantic  Ocean,  to  points  in 
North  Dakota,  South  Dakota,  Minnesota, 
Nebraska,  those  points  in  Iowa  on, 
north,  and  west  of  a  line  beginning  at  the 
lowa-Wisconsin  State  line  and  extend¬ 
ing  along  Iowa  Highway  9  to  Decorah, 
Iowa,  thence  along  Iowa  Highway  9  to 
junction  Iowa  Highway  150  to  Odar 
Rapids,  Iowa,  thence  along  Iowa  High¬ 
way  150  to  junction  Iowa  Highway 
149,  thence  along  Iowa  Highway  149  to 
junction  U.S.  Highway  63  to  Ottumwa, 
Iowa,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  63  to 
junction  UB.  Highway  34,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  34  to  junction  Interstate 
Highway  35,  thence  along  Interstate 
Highway  35  to  the  lowa-Missouri  State 
line,  those  in  Kansas  on,  north,  and  west 
of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Kansas-Ne- 
braska  State  line  and  extending  along 
UB.  Highway  77  to  Junction  UB.  High¬ 
way  24  to  Manhattan,  thence  along 
UB.  Highway  24  to  junction  Kansas 
Highway  18  to  Junction  City,  thence 
along  Kansas  Highway  18  to  junction 
U.S.  Highway  40  to  Solomon,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  40  to  junction  Kan¬ 
sas  Highway  220  to  Salina,  thence  along 
Kansas  Highway  220  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  81,  thence  along  UB.  Highway 
81  to  junction  Kansas  Highway  61  to 
Pratt,  Kans.,  thence  along  Kansas  High¬ 


way  61  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  54, 
thence  along  U!S.  Highway  54  to  the 
Kansas-Oklahoma  State  line,  and  those 
in  Wisconsin  on,  north,  and  west  of  a 
line  beginning  at  the  Wisconsin-Minne- 
sota  State  line  and  extending  along  U.S. 
Highway  16  to  Tomah,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  16  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  12, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  12  to  junc¬ 
tion  Wisconsin  Highway  21,  thence 
along  Wisconsin  Highway  21  to  junction 
Wisconsin  Highway  173,  thence  along 
Wisconsin  Highway  173  to  junction  Wis¬ 
consin  Highway  34  to  Nekoosa,  thence 
along  Wisconsin  Highway  34  to  Wiscon¬ 
sin  Rapids,  to  junction  Wisconsin 
Highway  54,  thence  along  Wisconsin 
Highway  54  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  51, 
thence  along  UB.  Highway  51  to  junc¬ 
tion  U.S.  Highway  8,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  8  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  141, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  141  to  junc¬ 
tion  Wisconsin  Highway  64,  thence  along 
Wisconsin  Highway  64  to  the  Wisconsin- 
Michigan  State  line. 

(f)  From  points  in  Accomack  and 
Northampton  Counties,  Va.,  to  points  in 
North  Dakota,  South  Dakota,  Minnesota, 
Nebraska,  those  in  Iowa  on,  north,  and 
west  o'  a  line  beginning  at  the  lowa-Wis¬ 
consin  State  line  and  extending  along 
Iowa  Highway  9  to  junction  Iowa  High¬ 
way  150  to  Cedar  Rapids,  thence  along 
Iowa  Highway  150  to  junction  Iowa 
Highway  149,  thence  along  Iowa  High¬ 
way  149  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  63  to 
Ottumwa,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  63 
to  junction  U.S.  Highway  34,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  34  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  169,  thence  along  U.S.  High¬ 
way  169  to  the  lowa-Missouri  Stat?  line, 
those  in  Kansas  on,  north,  and  west  of 
a  line  beginning  at  the  Kansas-Nebraska 
State  line  and  extending  along  U.S. 
Highway  81  to  Concordia,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  81  to  junction  Kansas 
Highway  9,  thence  along  Kansas  High¬ 
way  9  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  281, 
to  Great  Bend,  thence  along  U.S.  High¬ 
way  281  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  56  to 
Dodge  City,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
56,  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  283,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  283  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  54,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
54  to  the  Kansas-Oklahoma  State  line, 
and  those  in  Wisconsin  beginning  at  the 
Wisconsm-Mlnnesota  State  line  and  ex¬ 
tending  along  U.S.  Highway  12  to  junc¬ 
tion  U.S.  Highway  10,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  10  to  junction  Wisconsin  High¬ 
way  13,  thence  along  Wisconsin  High¬ 
way  13  to  junction  Wisconsin  Highjvay 
29  to  Shawano,  thence  along  Wisconsin 
Highway  29  to  junction  Wisconsin  High¬ 
way  22,  thence  along  Wisconsin  Highway 
22  to  Lake  Michigan.  The  purpose  of  this 
filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateways  of 
Hamlin,  Holley,  and  Williamson,  N.Y., 
for  points  in  Michigan,  and  the  plant 
sites  and  storage  facilities  of  Duffy-Mott 
Co.,  Inc.,  at  or  near  Hamlin,  Holley,  and 
Williamson,  N.Y.,  for  points  in  Iowa,  Ne¬ 
braska,  Kansas,  North  Dakota,  South 
Dakota,  Minnesota,  Wisconsin,  and 
Missouri. 

No.  MC  113843  (Sub-No.  E547),  filed 
May  17,  1974.  Applicant;  REIPRIOER- 
ATED  FOOD  EXPRESS,  INC.,  316  Sum- 
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mer  Street,  Boston,  Mass.  02210.  Appll- 
cant’s  representative:  Lawrence  T. 
Shells  (same  as  above) .  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  mo¬ 
tor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  trans¬ 
porting;  Frozen  foods,  from  those  points 
in  Pennsylvania  on,  north  and  west  of 
a  line  beginning  at  the  Pennsylvanla- 
Ohio  State  line  and  extending  along 
Pennsylvania  Highway  226  to  junction 
U.S.  Highway  6N,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  6N  to  jimction  U.S.  Highway  6, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  6  to  junc¬ 
tion  Pennsylvania  Highway  426,  thence 
along  Pennsylvania  Highway  426  to  the 
Pennsylvania-New  York  State  line,  to 
points  in  Accomack  and  Northampton 
Counties,  Va.  'The  pmpose  of  this  filing 
is  to  eliminate  the  gateway 'of  Elmira, 
N.Y. 

No.  MC  113843  (Sub-No.  E910),  filed 
June  4,  1974.  Applicant:  REFRIGER¬ 
ATED  PCXDD  EXPRESS,  INC.,  316  Sum¬ 
mer  Street,  Boston,  Mass.  02210.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Lawrence  T. 
Shells  (same  as  above) .  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  mo¬ 
tor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  trans¬ 
porting:  Canned  foods,  from  points  in 
Accomack  and  Northampton  Counties. 
Va.,  to  points  in  Iowa  on.  north  and 
west  of  a  line  begiiming  at  the  lowa-Il- 
llnois  State  line  and  extending  along  U.S. 
Highway  151  to  junction  Iowa  Highway 
1,  thence  along  Iowa  Highway  1  to  junc¬ 
tion  Iowa  Highway  22.  thence  along  Iowa 
Highway  22  to  junction  Iowa  Highway 
149,  thence  along  Iowa  Highway  149  to 
junction  Iowa  Highway  92.  thence  along 
Iowa  Highway  92  to  junction  Iowa  High¬ 
way  14,  thence  along  Iowa  Highway  14 
to  junction  Iowa  Highway  2,  thence 
along  Iowa  Highway  2  to  jimction  Inter¬ 
state  Highway  35,  thence  along  Inter¬ 
state  Highway  35  to  the  lowa-Missouri 
State  line.  ’The  purpose  of  this  filing  is 
to  eliminate  the  gateways  of  the  plant 
sites  and  storage  facilities  of  Duffy-Mott 
Co.,  Inc.,  at  or  near  Hamlin,  Holley,  and 
WiUlamson,  N.Y. 


No.  MC  113843  (Sub-No.  E916).  filed 
June  4,  1974.  Applicant;  REFRIGER¬ 
ATED  FOOD  EXPRESS.  INC.,  316  Sum¬ 
mer  Street,  Boston,  Mass.  02210.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative;  Lawrence  T.  Shells 
(same  as  above) .  Authority  sought  to  op¬ 
erate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Canned  goods;  (1)  from  those  points  in 
Delaware  and  Maryland  on  and  south  of 
U.S.  Highway  40  and  east  of  the  Susque¬ 
hanna  River  and  Chesapeake  Bay  and 
on  and  north  of  a  line  beginning  at  the 
Delaware  River  and  extending  along 
Delaware  Highway  8  to  junction  Mary¬ 
land  Highway  311,  thence  along  Mary¬ 
land  Highway  311  to  junction  Maryland 
Highway  313,  thence  along  Maryland 
Highway  313  to  junction  Maryland  High¬ 
way  404,  thence  along  Maryland  High¬ 
way  404  to  junction  UB.  Highway  50, 
Uience  along  UB.  Highway  50  to  the 
Chesapeake  Bay  to  those  points  in  Iowa 
(except  those  south  and  east  of  a  line 
beginning  at  the  lowa-Mlssoiud  State 
line  and  extending  al(mg  Iowa  Highway 
81  to  Jimction  Iowa  Highway  2,  thence 


along  Iowa  Highway  2  to  the  lowa-Hli- 
nois  State  line;  (2)  from  those  points  in 
Delaware  and  Maryland  east  of  the  Sus¬ 
quehanna  River  and  Chesapeake  Bay,  on 
and  north  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  At¬ 
lantic  Ocean  and  extending  along  un¬ 
numbered  highway  to  junction  Delaware 
Highway  18,  thence  along  Delaware 
Highway  18  to  junction  Delaware  High¬ 
way  28,  thence  along  Delaware  Highway 
28  to  junction  Delaware  Highway  20, 
thence  along  Delaware  Highway  20  to 
junction  Maryland  Highway  16,  thence 
along  Maryland  Highway  16  to  junction 
Maryland  Highway  343,  thence  along 
Maryland  Highway  343  to  the  Chesa¬ 
peake  Bay  Eind  south  of  a  line  beginning 
at  the  Delaware  River  and  extending 
along  Delaware  Highway  8  to  junction 
Maryland  Highway  311,  thence  along 
Maryland  Highway  311  to  junction 
Maryland  Highway  313,  thence  along 
Maryland  Highway  313  to  junction 
Maryland  Highway  404,  thence  along 
Maryland  Highway  404  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  50,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
50  to  the  Chesapeake  Bay,  to  those 
points  in  Iowa  on,  north,  and  west  of  a 
line  beginning  at  the  lowa-Missouri 
State  line  and  extending  along  U.S. 
Highway  69  to  junction  Iowa  Highway 
92,  thence  along  Iowa  Highway  92  to 
jimction  Iowa  Highway  21,  thence  along 
Iowa  Highway  21  to  Waterloo,  Iowa, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  63  to  junction 
Iowa  Highway  24,  thence  along  Iowa 
Highway  24  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  52, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  52  to  junction 
Iowa  Highway  9,  thence  along  Iowa 
Highway  9  to  the  lowa-Hlinols  State 
line;  and  (3)  from  those  points  in  Dela¬ 
ware  and  Maryland  east  of  the  Susque¬ 
hanna  River  and  Chesapeake  Bay  and 
south  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Atlantic 
Ocean  and  extending  along  unnumbered 
Highway  to  junction  Delaware  Highway 
18,  thence  along  Delaware  Highway  18  to 
Junction  Delaware  Highway  28,  thence 
along  Delaware  Highway  28  to  junction 
Delaware  Highway  20,  thence  along 
Delaware  Highway  20  to  junctltm  Mary¬ 
land  Highway  392,  thence  along  Mary¬ 
land  Highway  392  to  junction  Maryland 
Highway  16,  thence  alrnig  Maryland 
Highway  16  to  junction  Maryland  High¬ 
way  343,  thence  along  Maryland  High¬ 
way  343  to  the  Chesapeake  Bay,  to  those 
points  in  Iowa  im,  north,  and  west  of  a 
line  beginning  at  the  lowa-Mlssourl 
State  line  and  extending  along  U.S. 
Highway  69  to  junction  Iowa  Highway 
92,  thence  along  Iowa  Highway  92  to 
junction  Iowa  Highway  21,  thence  along 
Iowa  Highway  21  to  Waterloo,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  63  to  junction  Iowa 
Highway  24,  thence  along  Iowa  Highway 
24  to  jimction  U.S.  Highway  52,  thence 
alrnig  U.S.  Highway  52  to  Junction  Iowa 
Highway  9,  thence  alcmg  Iowa  Highway 
9  to  the  lowa-Illlnois  State  line.  ’The  pur¬ 
pose  of  this  filing  Is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  the  plant  sites  and  storage 
facilities  of  Duffy-Mott  Co.,  Inc.,  at  or 
near  Hamlin,  Holley,  and  Williamson, 
N.Y. 

No.  MC  113855  (Sub-No.  E91)  (Cor¬ 
rection)  ,  filed  May  30, 1974,  published  In 
the  Federal  Register  May  15,  1975.  Ap¬ 


plicant:  INTERNAnONAL  TRANS¬ 
PORT,  INC.,  2450  Marion  Rd.  SE.,  Roch¬ 
ester,  Minn.  55901.  Applicant’s  r^re- 
sentative:  Michael  E.  Miller,  502  First 
Natl  Bank  Bldg.,  Fargo,  N.  Dak.  58102. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  Irregular 
routes,  transporting:  (1)  Commodities, 
the  transportation  of  which,  because  of 
size  or  weight,  require  the  use  of  special 
equipment,  and  related  machinery,  parts, 
and  related  contractors’  materials  and 
supplies  when  their  transportation  is  in¬ 
cidental  to  the  transportation  by  said 
carrier  of  commodities  which  by  reason 
of  size  or  weight  require  special  equip¬ 
ment;  and  (2)  self-propelled  articles, 
each  weighing  15,000  pounds  or  more 
and  related  machinery,  tools,  parts  and 
supplies  moving  in  connection  therewith 
(restricted  to  ccanmodlties  transported 
on  trailers) ;  (a)  between  points  in  Colo¬ 
rado,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  Iowa  (except  points  located  in 
Harrison,  Shelby,  Audubon,  Guthrie, 
Pottawattamie,  Cass,  Adair,  Mills,  Mont¬ 
gomery,  Adams,  Union,  Fremont,  Page, 
Taylor,  and  Ringgold  Counties) ;  and 
(b)  between  points  in  Colorado  (except 
points  located  in  Logan,  Washington, 
Lincoln.  Crowley,  Otero,  Sedgwick,  Phil¬ 
lips,  Yuma,  Kit  Carson,  Cfiieyenne, 
Kiowa,  Bent,  Prowers,  and  Baca  Coun¬ 
ties.  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  Iowa  (except  Harrison,  Shelby, 
Audubon,  Guthrie,  Pottawattamie,  Cass, 
Adair,  Mills,  Montgomery,  Adams,  Union, 
FVemont,  Page,  ’Taylor,  and  Ringgold 
Counties) .  ’ITie  purpose  of  this  filing  Is  to 
eliminate  the  gateway  of  South  Dakota. 
’Hie  purpose  of  this  correction  Is  to  cor¬ 
rect  the  destination  point  in  (2)  (b) 
above. 

No.  MC  113855  (Sub-No.  El 88)  (Cor¬ 
rection),  filed  April  4,  1974  published  In 
the  Federal  Register  May  8,  1975.  Ap¬ 
plicant:  INTERNATIONAL  TRANS¬ 
PORT,  INC.,  2450  Marlon  Rd.  SE., 
Rochester,  Minn.  55901.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Michael  E.  Miller,  502  First 
Natl  Bank  Bldg.,  Fargo,  N.  Dak.  58102. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  (A)  Pre¬ 
fabricated  metal  building,  knocked  down, 
prefabricated  metal  building  sections, 
knocked  down,  prefabricated  prefinished 
metal  panel  sections,  component  parts 
thereof,  and  equipment,  materials,  and 
supplies  used  In  the  Installation,  con¬ 
struction,  or  erection  thereof  (except 
metal  buildings  which  are  designed  to 
be  drawn  by  passenger  automobiles), 
from  Evansville,  Wls.,  to  points  In  CiOl- 
fomla  and  Nevada;  and  (B)  materials, 
equipment,  and  supplies  used  in  the 
manufacture  of  the  commodities  de¬ 
scribed  above  (except  commodities  In 
bulk),  from  points  In  California  and 
Nevada  to  points  In  Evansville,  Wls.  Re¬ 
striction:  Both  (A)  and  (B)  above  are 
restricted  to  the  transportation  of  such 
commodities  described  above  that  are 
Iron  and  steel  articles  as  described  In 
Appendix  V  to  the  report  of  the  Com¬ 
mission  In  Ex  Parte  No.  45,  Descriptions 
in  Motor  Carrier  Certificates,  61  M.C.C. 
209,  and  part  (B)  above  further  rc- 
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stricted  to  shipments  destined  to  Evans¬ 
ville,  Wis.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is 
to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  Utah.  The 
purpose  of  this  correction  is  to  correct 
the  appendix  description  in  the  restric¬ 
tion  above. 

No.  MC  113843  (Sub-No.  E622).  filed 
May  15,  1974.  Applicant:  REFRIGER¬ 
ATED  FOOD  EXPRESS,  DJC.,  316  Sum¬ 
mer  Street,  Boston,  Mass.  02210.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Lawrence  T.  Sheils 
(same  as  above).  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregrular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Frozen  poultry,  frozen  seafood,  and 
frozen  fruits  and  vegetables  (except  in 
bulk,  in  tank  vehicles),  (1)  from  Acco¬ 
mack  and  Northampton  Counties,  Va.,  to 
those  points  in  New  Hampshire  and  Ver¬ 
mont  on  and  north  of  U.S.  Highway  2; 
(2)  from  those  points  in  Delaware  and 
Maryland  (except  Pocomoke  City,  Cam¬ 
bridge,  and  Crisfield)  on  and  south  of  a 
line  beginning  at  the  Atlantic  Ocean  ex¬ 
tending  along  unnumbered  highway  to 
junction  Delaware  Highway  18,  thence 
along  Delaware  Highway  18  to  junction 
Maryland  Highway  331,  thence  along 
Maryland  Highway  331  to  junction 
Maryland  Highway  33,  thence  along 
Maryland  Highway  33  to  the  Chesapeake 
Bay,  to  those  points  in  Vermont  on, 
north  and  west  of  a  line  beginning  at 
Lake  Champlain  and  extending  along 
Vermont  Highway  15  to  junction  Ver¬ 
mont  Highway  108,  thence  along  Ver¬ 
mont  Highway  108  to  the  United  States- 
Canada  International  Boundary  line; 
and  (3)  from  those  points  in  Maryland 
(except  Pocomoke  City,  Cambridge,  and 
Crisfield)  on  and  south  of  a  line  begin¬ 
ning  at  the  Atlantic  Ocean  and  extend¬ 
ing  along  U.S.  Highway  50  to  junction 
Maryland  Highway  343,  thence  along 
Maryland  Highway  343  to  the  Chesa¬ 
peake  Bay,  to  those  points  in  Vermont 
on.  north,  and  west  of  a  line  beginning 
at  Lake  Champlain  extending  along  U.S. 
Highway  2,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  2 
to  junction  Vermont  Highway  14,  thence 
along  Vermont  Highway  14  to  jimction 
U.S.  Highway  5,  thence  along  U.S.  High¬ 
way  5  to  the  United  States-Canada  In¬ 
ternational  Boimdary  line.  The  purpose 
of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway 
of  Tates,  Ontario,  Wayne,  Onondaga, 
Monroe,  Genesee,  Livingston,  CThautau- 
qua,  and  Cattaraugus  Counties,  N.Y. 

No.  MC  113843  (Sub-No.  E918).  filed 
June  4,  1974.  Applicant:  REFRIGER¬ 
ATED  FXX>D  EXPRESS,  INC.,  316  Sum¬ 
mer  St..  Boston,  Mass.  02210,  Applicant’s 
representative:  Lawrence  T.  Sheils 
(same  as  above).  Authority  sought  to 
<^>eFate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Canned  goods,  from  those  points  in 
Delaware  and  Maryland  on  and  south 
of  U.S.  Highway  40,  east  of  the  Susque¬ 
hanna  River  and  Chesapeake  Bay,  and 
north  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Dela¬ 
ware  River  and  extending  along  Dela¬ 
ware  Highway  8  to  Jimction  Maryland 
Highway  311,  thence  along  Maryland 
Highway  311  to  junction  Maryland  High¬ 
way  313,  thence  along  Maryland  High¬ 
way  313  to  Junction  Maryland  Highway 


312,  thence  along  Maryland  Highway  312 
to  junction  Maryland  Highway  404, 
thence  along  Marylsmd  Highway  404  to 
junction  U.S.  Highway  50,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  50  to  the  (Chesapeake  Bay, 
to  those  points  in  Missouri  on  and  west 
of  a  line  beginning  at  the  lowa-Missouri 
State  line  and  extending  along  U.S. 
Highway  69  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  36, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  36  to  junc¬ 
tion  Missouri  Highway  13,  thence  along 
Missouri  Highway  13  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  50,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
50  to  junction  Missouri  Highway  131, 
thence  along  Missouri  Highway  131  to 
junction  Missouri  Highway  52,  thence 
along  Missouri  Highway  52  to  junction 
U.S.  Highway  71,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  71  to  the  Missouri-Arkansas 
State  line.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to 
eliminate  the  gateway  of  the  plant  sites 
and  storage  facilities  of  Duffy-Mott  Co., 
Inc.,  at  or  near  Hamlin,  Holley,  and  Wil¬ 
liamson,  N.Y. 

No.  MC  113843  (Sub-No.  E920),  filed 
June  4,  1974.  Applicant:  REFRIGER¬ 
ATED  FOOD  EXPRESS,  INC.,  316  Sum¬ 
mer  St.,  Boston,  Mass.  02210.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Lawrence  T,  Sheils 
(same  as  above) .  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  (Canned  foods;  (1)  from  those 
points  in  Delaware  and  Maryland  on  arid 
south  of  U.S.  Highway  40  and  east  of 
the  Susquehanna  River  and  Chesapeake 
Bay,  and  on  and  north  of  a  line  begin¬ 
ning  at  the  Delaware  River  and  extend¬ 
ing  along  Delaware  Highway  8  to  junc¬ 
tion  Maryland  Highway  311,  thence 
along  Maryland  Highway  311  to  junction 
Maryland  Highway  313,  thence  along 
Maryland  Highway  313  to  junction 
Maryland  Highway  404,  thence  along 
Maryland  Highway  404  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  50,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
50  to  the  Chesapeake  Bay,  to  points  in 
Kansas;  (2)  from  those  points  in  Dela¬ 
ware  and  Maryland  east  of  the  Susque¬ 
hanna  River  and  Chesapeake  Bay,  on 
and  north  of  a  line  beginning  at 'the 
Atlantic  Ocean  and  extending  along  un¬ 
numbered  highway  to  junction  Delaware 
Highway  18,  thence  along  Delaware 
Highway  18  to  junction  Delaware  High¬ 
way  28,  thence  along  Delaware  Highway 
28  to  junction  Delaware  Highway  20, 
thence  along  Delaware  Highway  20  to 
junction  Maryland  Highway  392,  thence 
along  Maryland  Highway  392  to  jimc¬ 
tion  Maryland  Highway  16,  thence  along 
Maryland  Highway  16  to  jimction  Mary¬ 
land  Highway  343,  thence  along  Mary¬ 
land  Highway  343  to  the  Cliesapeake 
Bay,  and  south  of  a  line  beginning  at  the 
Delaware  River  and  extending  along 
Delaware  Highway  8  to  junction  Mary¬ 
land  Highway  311,  thence  along  Mary¬ 
land  Highway  311  to  junction  Maryland 
BUghway  313,  thence  along  Maryland 
Highway  313  to  jimction  Maryland 
Highway  404,  thence  along  Maryland 
Highway  404  to  junction  U.S.  Highway 
50,  thence  along  U.S,  Highway  50  to  the 
Chesapeake  Bay,  to  those  points  tn 
Kansas  on  and  west  of  U.S.  Highway  81 ; 
(3)  fr<Hn  those  points  In  Delaware  and 


Maryland  east  of  the  Susquehanna 
River  and  (Chesapeake  Bay  and  south  of 
a  line  beginning  at  the  Atlantic  Ocean 
and  extending  along  unnumbered  high¬ 
way  to  junction  Delaware  Highway  18, 
thence  along  Delaware  Highway  18  to 
junction  Delaware  Highway  28,  thence 
along  Delaware  Highway  28  to  junction 
Delaware  Highway  20,  thence  along 
Delaware  Highway  20  to  junction  Mary¬ 
land  Highway  392,  thence  along  Mary¬ 
land  Highway  392  to  junction  Maryland 
Highway  61,  thence  along  Maryland 
Highway  61  to  junction  Maryland  High¬ 
way  343,  thence  along  Maryland  High¬ 
way  343  to  the  Chesapeake  Bay,  to  those 
points  in  Kansas  on  and  west  of  a  line 
beginning  at  the  Kansas-Oklahoma 
State  line  and  extending  along  U.S. 
Highway  77,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
77  to  junction  Kansas  Highway  18, 
thence  along  Kansas  Highway  18  to 
junction  Kansas  Highway  177,  thence 
along  Kansas  Highway  177  to  junction 
U.S.  Highway  77,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  77  to  toe  Kansas -Nebraska 
State  line;  and  (4)  from  points  in  Acco¬ 
mack  and  Northampton  Counties,  Va.,  to 
those  points  in  Kansas  on,  north,  and 
west  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Kansas- 
Oklahoma  State  line  and  extending 
along  Kansas  Highway  1  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  183,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
183  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  24,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  24  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  81,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
81  to  the  Kansas-Nebraska  State  line. 
The  purpose  of  this  fiUng  is  to  eliminate 
toe  gateway  of  toe  plant  sites  and  stor¬ 
age  facilities  of  Duffy-Mott  Co.,  Inc.,  at 
or  near  Hamlin,  Holley,  and  Williamson, 
N.Y. 

No.  MC  114019  (Sub-No.  E142)  (Cor¬ 
rection),  filed  May  9,  1974,  published  in 
the  Federal  Register  April  10,  1975.  Ap¬ 
plicant:  MIDWEST  EMERY  FREIGHT 
SYSTEM,  INC.,  7000  S.  Pulaski  Rd.,  (^i- 
cago,  HI.  60629.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  Arthur  J.  Sibik  (same  as  above). 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  (1)  Gen¬ 
eral  commodities  (except  those  of  un¬ 
usual  value,  household  goods  as  defined 
by  toe  Commission,  classes  A  and  B  ex¬ 
plosives,  livestock,  commodities  in  bulk, 
and  commodities  requiring  special  equip¬ 
ment)  ,  from  toe  facilities  of  the  Colgate- 
Palmolive  Co.,  at  Jefferson,  Ind.,  to 
Sparrows  Point  and  Baltimore,  Md.,  New 
York,  N.Y.,  and  points  within  30  miles 
of  New  York,  N.Y.,  points  to  that  part  of 
New  Jersey,  Delaware,  and  Maryland, 
which  are  located  within  30  miles  of 
Philadelphia,  Pa.,  points  in  that  part  of 
New  York  on  and  west  of  a  line  begin¬ 
ning  at  Windsor  Beach,  and  extending 
to  Rochester,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
15  to  Wayland,  thence  along  New  York 
Highway  245  to  Danville,  thence  along 
New  York  Highway  36  to  junction  New 
York  Highway  21,  thence  along  New 
York  Highway  21  to  Andover,  and  thence 
along  New  York  Highway  IT  to  the  New 
York-Pennsylvanla  State  line,  and 
points  to  Pennsylvania  and  West  Vir¬ 
ginia  (points  to  Ohio  except  Ctocto- 
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nati)*;  and  (2)  Chemicals,  chemical 
compounds,  cleaning  compounds,  soap, 
soap  powder,  washing  powder,  washing 
compound,  toilet  preparations,  and  glyc¬ 
erine  (except  in  bulk),  from  the  facili¬ 
ties  of  the  Colgate-Palmolive  Co.,  at 
Clarksville,  and  Jeffersonville.  Ind..  to 
points  in  the  Upper  Peninsula  of  Michi¬ 
gan.  Minnesota,  North  Dakota.  South 
Dakota,  Wyoming,  and  points  in  Iowa  on 
and  north  of  Iowa  Highway  2  from  the 
Hlinois-Iowa  State  line  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  59,  and  on  and  west  of  UH. 
Highway  59  from  its  jimctlon  with  Iowa 
Highway  2  to  the  lowa-Missouri  State 
line,  points  in  Nebraska,  on  and  north 
of  UH.  Highway  136  from  the  Missouri- 
Nebraska  State  line  to  jimction  U.S. 
Highway  183,  and  on  and  west  of  U.S. 
Highway  183  from  said  Junction  to  the 
Nebraska-Kansas  State  line,  those  in 
Kansas  on  and  west  of  U.S.  Highway  183 
from  the  Nebraska-Kansas  State  line  to 
jimction  Kansas  Highway  96  and  on  and 
north  of  Kansas  Highway  96  from  said 
jimction  to  the  Kansas-Colorado  State 
line,  and  those  in  Colorado  on,  north, 
and  west  of  Colorado  Highway  96  from 
the  Colorado-Kansas  State  line  to  junc¬ 
tion  UJS.  Highway  385.  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  385  to  junction  UJS.  High¬ 
way  50,  thence  along  UJS.  Highway  50  to 
jimction  UJS.  Highway  350,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  350  to  junction  Interstate 
mghway  25,  thence  along  Interstate 
Highway  25  to  the  Colorado-New  Mexico 
State  line.  (Utica,  HI.)  *.  The  purpose  of 
this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateways 
Indicated  by  asterisks  above.  The  pur¬ 
pose  of  this  correction  is  to  include  (2) 
above. 

No.  MC  114552  (Sub-No.  E9),  filed 
April  29,  1974.  AiH>licant;  SENN 

TRUCKING  CO.,  P.O.  Box  220,  New- 
beny,  S.C.  29108.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  William  P.  Ja<±son,  Jr.,  919  Eight¬ 
eenth  St  NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20006. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  Lumber 
(exeQ>t  plywood  and  veneer);  (1)  be¬ 
tween  points  in  Georgia,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  Hll- 
nois,  Indiana,  Ohio,  and  Michigan;  (2) 
from  points  in  Florida  cm  and  east  of  a 
line  beginning  at  the  Florlda-Georgia 
State  line,  thmce  along  U.S.  Hl^way 
441  to  junction  UJS.  Highway  41.  thence 
along  UB.  Highway  41  to  jimction 
Florida  Highway  121,  thence  along 
Florida  Highway  121  to  junction  UJS. 
Highway  19,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
19  to  jimction  Florida  Highway  40, 
thence  along  Florida  Highway  40  to  the 
Gulf  of  Mexico,  to  points  in  Arkansas 
on  and  north  of  a  line  beginning  at  the 
Arkansas-Oklahoma  State  line,  thence 
along  Arkansas  Highway  24  to  junction 
Arkansas  Highway  26,  thence  along  Ar¬ 
kansas  Highway  26  to  junction  Inter¬ 
state  Highway  30.  thence  along  Inter¬ 
state  Highway  30  to  junction  Interstate 
Highway  40,  thence  along  Interstate 
Highway  40  to  junction  Interstate  High¬ 
way  55,  thence  along  Interstate  Highway 
55  to  the  Arkansas-Tennessee  State  line, 
Mid  pi^ts  In  Texas  on  and  west  of  a 
fine  beginning  at  Carnes,  Tex.,  on  the 


Oklahoma-Texas  State  line,  thence 
along  Texas  Highway  283  to  junction 
U.S.  Highway  380,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  380  to  junction  U.S.  Highway 
83,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  83  to 
junction  Texas  Highway  92,  thence  sdong 
Texas  Highway  92  to  junction  Texas 
Highway  70,  thence  along  Texas  High¬ 
way  70  to  junction  Interstate  Highway 
20,  thence  along  Interstate  Highway  20 
to  junction  U.S.  Highway  385,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  385  to  junction 
Texas  Highway  170,  thence  along  Texas 
Highway  170  to  the  United  States-Mex- 
ico  IntemaUonal  Boundary  line  at  Bo- 
quUlas,  Tex.;  (3)  between  points  in 
Louisiana,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  points  in  Georgia  on  atid  north  of 
a  line  beginning  at  the  Georgia-Tennes- 
see  State  line,  thence  along  Interstate 
Highway  75  to  junction  Georgia  High¬ 
way  52.  thence  along  Georgia  Highway 
52  to  junction  Georgia  Highway  60, 
thence  along  Georgia  Highway  60  to 
junction  U.S.  Highway  129,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  129  to  Junction  Interstate 
Highway  20,  thence  along  Interstate 
Highway  20  to  the  Georgia-South  Caro¬ 
lina  State  line  at  Augusta,  Ga. 

(4)  From  points  in  Georgia  to  points 
in  Maine,  Minnesota,  Nebraska,  New 
Hampshire,  North  Dakota,  South  Da¬ 
kota,  and  Wisconsin;  (5)  from  points  in 
Georgia  to  points  in  Vermont;  (6)  from 
points  in  Georgia  on  and  east  of  a  line 
beginning  at  the  Georgia-South  Carolina 
State  line,  thence  along  Interstate  High¬ 
way  85  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  441, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  441  to  junc¬ 
tion  Georgia  Highway  83,  thence  along 
Georgia  Highway  83  to  junction  Inter¬ 
state  Highway  75,  thence  along  Inter¬ 
state  Highway  75  to  junction  Georgia 
Highway  33,  thence  along  Georgia  High¬ 
way  33  to  the  Georgla-Florlda  State  line, 
to  points  in  Kansas  and  Iowa;  (7)  from 
points  in  Georgia  on  and  east  of  a  line 
beginning  at  the  Georgia-North  Caro¬ 
lina  State  line,  thence  along  (3eorgia 
Highway  11  to  junction  U.S.  Highway 
129,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  129  to 
junction  Georgia  Highway  11,  thence 
along  Georgia  Highway  11  to  juncticm 
Georgia  Highway  18,  thence  along  Geor¬ 
gia  Highway  18  to  junction  Georgia 
Highway  243,  thence  along  Georgia 
Highway  243  to  junction  Georgia  IBgh- 
way  57,  thence  along  Georgia  Highway 
57  to  junction  Georgia  Highway  46, 
thence  along  Georgia  Highway  46  to 
junction  U.S.  Highway  80.  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  80  to  the  Atlantic  Ocean 
to  Texas;  (8)  from  points  in  Georgia 
on  and  east  of  a  line  beginning  at  the 
Georgia-South  Carolina  State  line, 
thence  along  Interstate  Highway  85  to 
jimction  Georgia  Highway  11,  thence 
along  Georgia  Highway  11  to  junction 
U.S.  Highway  129,  thence  along  UJS. 
Highway  129  to  junction  U.S.  Highway 
23.  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  23/129,  to 
junction  U.S.  IQghway  23/341,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  341  to  the  Atlantic 
Ocean,  to  points  in  Oklahoma;  and  (9) 
from  points  in  Georgia  on  and  east  of  a 
line  beginning  at  the  Georgia-South 
Carolina  State  line,  thence  along  Georgia 
Highway  368  to  junction  Georgia  ISgh- 
way  17,  thence  along  Georgia  Highway 


17  to  junction  Georgia  Highway  47, 
thence  along  Georgia  Highway  47  to 
junction  U.S.  Highway  278,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  278  to  junction  Georgia 
Highway  80,  thence  along  Georgia  High¬ 
way  80  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  1/221, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  1/211  to 
junction  U.S.  Highway  1,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  1  to  junction  U.S.  Highway 
1/23,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  1/23  to 
the  Georgla-Florlda  State  line,  to  points 
in  Missouri  and  Arkansas.  The  purpose 
of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gate¬ 
ways  of:  in  (1)  Tennessee;  in  (2)  (4)  (6) 
(7),  and  (9)  Greenwood  County,  S.C., 
in  (3)  Buncombe,  Chatham,  Cherokee, 
Columbus,  Cumberland,  Franklin,  Guil¬ 
ford,  Harnett,  Henderson.  Lee,  Macon, 
Orange,  Rockingham,  Transylvania,  and 
Union  Counties,  N.C.;  in  (5)  Camden 
County,  N.J.;  and  in  (8)  South  Carolina. 

No.  MC  117574  (Sub-No.  E42)  (Partial 
Correction) ,  filed  November  18,  1974, 
published  in  the  Fxoehal  Register 
March  26,  1975  and  republished  May  6. 
1975.  AppUcant:  DAILY  EXPRESS.  INC., 
P.O.  Box  39,  Carlisle,  Pa.  17013.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  E.  S.  Moore,  Jr. 
'(same  as  above).  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  Irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  (3)  (b)  mechanical  lifting  equip¬ 
ment  for  sewage,  water,  and  refuse  treat¬ 
ment  systems,  the  transportation  of 
which  because  of  size  or  w^ht  requires 
the  use  of  special  equipment,  and  attach¬ 
ments  and  parts  for  mechanical  lifting 
equipment,  used  in  connection  with  the 
erection  and  construction  of  sewage, 
water,  and  refuse  treatment  systems  (ex¬ 
cept  commodities  in  bulk) ,  between 
points  in  Maine,  New  Hamp^re,  and 
Verm<mt.  on  the  one  hand,  and.  on  the 
other,  points  in  Alabama.  Arkansas, 
Florida,  Georgia,  Illinois,  Indiana,  Iowa, 
Kentucky.  Loufadana.  Minnesota,  Missis¬ 
sippi.  Wisconsin.  Michigan  (except  points 
in  Hillsdale,  Lakeland,  L^awee,  Monroe, 
Washtenaw,  and  Wayne  Counties) .  Ohio 
(except  points  north  of  a  line  beginning 
at  the  Ohio-Pennsylvanla  State  line  on 
Interstate  Highway  80,  thence  along  In¬ 
terstate  Highway  80  to  junction  Inter¬ 
state  Highway  76,  thence  along  Interstate 
Highway  76  to  junction  UB.  Highway 
224  at  Lodi,  Ohio,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  224  to  junction  Ohio  Highway 
18,  thence  along  Ohio  Highway  18  to 
junction  Ohio  Highway  235.  thence  along 
Ohio  Highway  235  to  junction  U.S.  High¬ 
way  6.  thence  along  UB.  Highway  6  to 
the  Ohlo-Indlana  State  line),  points  in 
Maryland  west  of  Washington  County, 
points  In  North  Carolina  in  and  west  of 
Bladen.  Brunswick,  Caswell,  Chatham, 
Columbus,  Cumberland,  Harnett,  Lee, 
and  Orange  Counties,  and  points  in  Vir¬ 
ginia  in  or  west  of  Amherst,  Augusta, 
Clarice,  Campbell.  Page.  Pittsylvania, 
Rockingham,  and  Warren  Counties. 

(5)  (b)  Mechanical  lifting  equipment 
for  sewage,  water,  and  refuse  treatment 
systems,  the  tranq?ortatkm  of  which 
because  of  size  or  wedght  requires  the  use 
of  special  equipment,  used  In  connection 
with  for  mechanical  lifting  equipment, 
used  In  connection  with  the  erection  and 
construction  of  sewage,  water,  and  re- 
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fuse  treatment  systems  (except  cmu- 
modities  in  bulk) ,  between  points  In  New 
Castle  County,  Del.,  points  in  the  Mary¬ 
land  Coimties  of  Baltimore,  Carrcdl, 
Cecil,  Frederick,  Harford,  Kent,  and 
Washington,  and  those  in  New  Yoric  in 
and  east  of  the  counties  of  Cayuga, 
Chemung,  Oswego,  Seneca,  and  Schuyler, 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  Alabama,  Aiicansas,  Florida, 
Georgia,  Iowa,  Kentucky,  Louisiana,  Mis¬ 
sissippi,  Missouri,  and  Tennessee,  those 
in  West  Virginia  (except  points  in  the 
counties  of  Berkeley,  Grant,  Hampshire, 
Hardy,  Jefferson,  Mineral,  Morgan,  and 
Pendleton) ,  and  those  in  North  Carolina 
on  and  west  of  U.S.  Highway  321,  and 
those  in  South  (Carolina  cm  and  west  of  a 
line  beginning  at  the  North  Carolina- 
South  Carolina  State  line  extending 
along  U.S.  Highway  321  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  21,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
21  to  the  Atlantic  Ocean,  and  those  in 
Virginia  in  the  counties  of  Bland, 
Buchanan,  CarroU,  Dickenson,  Grayson, 
Lee,  Russell,  Scott,  Smyth,  Tazewell, 
Washington,  Wise,  and  Wythe.  The  pur¬ 
pose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  the  facilities  of  Fulton  Indus¬ 
tries  at  or  near  McCTonnellsburg,  Pa.  The 
purpose  of  this  partial  correction  is  to 
correct  the  territorial  description.  The 
remainder  of  this  letter-notice  will  re¬ 
main  as  previously  published. 

No.  MC  128383  (Sub-No.  E86),  filed 
December  27,  1974.  Applicant:  PINTO 
TRUCKING  SERVICE,  INC.,  1414  Cal- 
con  Hook  Rd.,  Sharon  Hill,  Pa.  19079. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Gerald  K. 
Gimmel,  303  N.  Frederick  Ave.,  Gaithers¬ 
burg,  Md.  20760.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  (1)  General  commodities  (except 
those  of  iinusual  value.  Classes  A  and 
B  explosives,  household  goods  as  defined 
by  the  Commission,  commodities  in  bulk, 
and  those  requiring  special  equipment) , 
between  Chicago  O’Hare  International 
Airport,  C^cago,  HI.,  Greater  Cincin¬ 
nati  Ain)ort,  at  or  near  Cincinnati,  Ohio, 
Hopkins  International  Airport,  at  Cleve¬ 
land,  Ohio,  and  Weir-Cook  Airport  at 
Indianapolis,  Ind.,  on  the  one  hand,  and, 
on  the  other,  John  P.  Kennedy  Inter¬ 
national  Airport  and  LaOuardia  Ahport, 
New  Yoilc,  N.Y.,  and  Newark  Aiii)ort, 
Newark,  N.J.,  restricted  to  the  transpor¬ 
tation  of  traffic  having  a  prior  or  subse¬ 
quent  movement  by  air;  (2)  General 
commodities  (except  those  of  unusual 
value.  Classes  A  and  B  explosives,  house¬ 
hold  goods  as  defined  by  the  Commission, 
commodities  in  bulk,  those  requiring  spe¬ 
cial  equipment) ,  and  motor  vehicles,  be¬ 
tween  Chicago  O’Hare  International  Air¬ 
port,  Chicago,  HI.,  Greater  (Tinciimatl 
Airport,  at  or  near  Cincinnati,  Ohio,  and 
Weir-Cook  Airport,  Indianapolis,  Ind.,  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points 
in  Atlantic,  Camden,  Cape  May,  Chim- 
berland,  Gloucest^,  and  Salem  Coimties, 
N.J.,  those  points  in  Burlington  County. 
N.J.,  south  of  Rancocas  Ch*e^,  and  those 
In  Philadeli^a  County,  Pa.,  restricted 
to  transportation  of  traffic  having  a 
prior  mr  subsequent  movonent  by  air 
(The  Greater  Pittsburgh  Airport,  Pitts¬ 


burgh,  Pa.,  and  Newark  Airport,  Newark, 
N.J.)*:  (3)  General  commodities  (ex¬ 
cept  those  of  unusual  value.  Classes  A  and 
B  explosives,  household  goods  as  defined 
by  the  Commission,  commodities  in  bulk, 
and  those  requiring  special  equipment), 
between  Philadelphia  International  Air¬ 
port,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
Chicago  O'Hare  International  Airport, 
Chicago,  Hi.,  Greater  Cincinnati  Airport, 
Cincinnati,  Ohio,  and  Weir-Cook  Air¬ 
port,  Indianapolis,  Ind.,  restricted  to  the 
transportation  of  traffic  having  a  prior 
or  subsequent  movement  by  air  (The 
Greater  Pittsbiu-gh  Airport,  Pittsburgh, 
Pa.,  and  Newark  Airport,  Newark,  N.J.)  *. 

(4)  General  commodities  (except 
those  of  unusual  value.  Classes  A  and  B 
explosives,  household  goods  as  defined  by 
the  Commission,  commodities  in  bulk, 
and  those  requiring  special  equipment), 
between  Chicago  O’Hare  International 
Airport,  Chicago,  HI.,  Greater  Cincinnati 
Airport,  at  or  near  Cincinnati,  Ohio, 
Cleveland  Hopkins  International  Air¬ 
port,  Cleveland,  Ohio,  and  Weir-Cook 
Airport,  Indianapolis,  Ind.,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  Logan  Inter¬ 
national  Airport,  Boston,  Mass.,  re¬ 
stricted  to  traffic  having  an  immediately 
prior  or  subsequent  movement  by  air, 
and  further  restricted  against  the  trans¬ 
portation  of  shipments  originating  at  or 
destined  to  John  F.  Kennedy  Interna¬ 
tional  Airport,  New  York,  N.Y.,  and  Lo¬ 
gan  International  Airport,  Boston,  Mass.; 

(5)  General  commodities  (except  com¬ 
modities  in  bulk.  Classes  A  and  B  explo¬ 
sives  and  commodities  requiring  special 
equipment) ,  between  Greater  Pittsburgh 
Airport,  Pittsburgh,  Pa.,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  Kansas  City  Inter¬ 
national  Airport,  Kansas  City,  Mo.,  and 
Minneapolis-St.  Paul  International  Air¬ 
port.  Minneapolis-St.  Paul,  Minn.,  be¬ 
tween  Weir-Cook  Airport,  Indianaixtlis, 
Ind.,  and  Minneapolis-St.  Paul  Interna¬ 
tional  Airport,  Minneapolis-St.  Paul, 
Minn.,  restrict^  to  the  transportation 
of  shipments  having  a  prior  or  subse¬ 
quent  movement  by  air  (CThicago  O’Hare 
International  Airport  at  Chicago,  HI.)  • ; 

(6)  General  commodities  (except  those 
of  unusual  value.  Classes  A  and  B  explo¬ 
sives,  household  goods  as  defined  by  the 
Commission,  commodities  in  bulk,  and 
those  requiring  special  equipment),  be¬ 
tween  Kansas  City  International  Air¬ 
port,  Kansas  Cfity,  Mo.,  and  Minneapolis- 
St.  Paul  International  Airport,  Minne¬ 
apolis-St.  Paul,  Minn.,  <m  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  John  F.  Kennedy  In¬ 
ternational  Airport,  LaGuardia  Airport, 
New  York,  N.Y„  and  Newark  Ahport, 
Newark,  N.J.,  restricted  to  the  transpor¬ 
tation  of  shipments  having  a  prior  or 
subsequent  movraient  by  air,  (Chicago 
O’Hare  International  Airport,  at  Chi¬ 
cago,  HI.,  and  The  Greater  Pittsburgh 
Airport,  at  Pittsburgh,  Pa.)  * ;  (7)  Gen¬ 
eral  commodities  (except  those  of  im- 
usual  value.  Classes  A  and  B  explosives, 
household  goods  as  defined  by  the  Com¬ 
mission,  commodities  in  bulk,  and  those 
requiriiig  special  equlimient),  between 
Kansas  City  International  Airport,  Kan¬ 
sas  City,  Mo.,  and  Minneapolis-St.  Paul 
International  Airport,  Mlimeapolls-St. 
Paul,  Minn.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 


the  other,  Logan  IntematioiMil  Air¬ 
port,  Boston,  Mass.,  restricted  to  the 
transportation  of  shipments  having  a 
prior  or  subsequent  movement  by  air 
(Chicago  O’Hare  International  Airport, 
at  Chicago,  HI.,  and  The  Greater  Pitts¬ 
burgh  Airport  at  Pittsburgh,  Pa.)  •, 

(8)  General  commodities  (except  those 
of  unusual  value.  Classes  A  and  B  ex¬ 
plosives,  household  goods  as  defined  by 
the  Commission,  commodities  in  bulk, 
those  requiring  special  equipment,  and 
motor  vehicles),  between  Kansas  City 
International  Airport,  Kansas  City,  Mo., 
and  Minneap>olis-St.  Paul  International 
Airport,  Minneapolis-St.  Paul,  Minn.,  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in 
Atlantic,  Camden,  Cape  May,  Cumber¬ 
land,  Gloucester,  and  Salem  Counties, 
N.J.,  those  points  in  Burlington  County, 
N.J.,  south  of  Rancocas  Creek,  and  those 
in  Philadelphia  County,  Pa.,  restricted 
to  transportation  of  shipments  having  a 
prior  or  subsequent  movement  by  air 
((Chicago  O’Hare  International  Airport, 
at  Chicago,  HI.,  The  Greater  Pittsburgh 
Airport,  at  Pittsburgh,  Pa.,  and  Newark 
Airport,  at  Newark,  N.J.;  (9)  General 
commodities  (except  those  of  unusual 
value.  Classes  A  and  B  explosives,  house¬ 
hold  goods  as  defined  by  the  Commission, 
commodities  in  bulk,  and  those  requiring 
special  equipment),  between  Philadel¬ 
phia  International  Airport,  Philadelphia, 
Pa.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
Kansas  City  International  Airport,  Kan¬ 
sas  City,  Mo.,  and  Minneapolis-St.  Paul 
International  Airport,  Minneapolis-St. 
Paul,  Minn.,  restricted  to  transportation 
of  shipments  having  a  prior  or  subsequent 
movement  by  air  (Chicago  O’Hare  Inter¬ 
national  Airport,  at  (Chicago,  Ill.,  The 
Greater  Pittsburgh  Airport,  at  Pitts¬ 
burgh,  Pa.,  and  Newark  Airport,  at  New¬ 
ark,  N.J.;  (10)  General  commodities  (ex¬ 
cept  those  of  unusual  value.  Classes  A 
and  B  explosives,  household  goods  as  de¬ 
fined  by  the  Commission,  commodities  in 
bulk,  those  requiring  special  equipment 
and  motor  vehicles) ,  between  Minneapo¬ 
lis-St.  Paul  International  Airport,  Minne¬ 
apolis-St.  Paul,  Minn.,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  (Chester, 
Delaware,  and  Montgomery  Counties, 
Pa.,  and  those  in  Bucks  County,  Pa., 
north  and  west  of  Pennsylvania  Highway 
232,  restricted  to  transportation  of  ship¬ 
ments  having  a  prior  or  subsequent  move¬ 
ment  by  air  (Chicago  O’Hare  Interna¬ 
tional  Airport,  at  (Chicago,  HI.,  The 
Greater  Pittsburgh  Airport,  at  Pitts¬ 
burgh,  Pa.,  and  Newark  Airport,  at  New¬ 
ark,  N.J.)  *.  The  purpose  of  this  filing 
is  to  eliminate  the  gateways  indicated  by 
asterisks  above. 

No.  MC  129631  (Sub-No.  E4),  filed 
June  2,  1974.  AppUcant:  PACK  TRANS¬ 
PORT,  INC.,  3975  South  Second  West, 
Salt  Lake  City,  Utah  84107.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Gwyn  D.  David^n  (same 
as  above) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Roofing 
and  siding  materials,  from  points  in 
Maricopa  County  to  points  in  Cache, 
Rich,  Davis  (except  Centerville),  Sum¬ 
mit,  Weber,  and  Morgan  Counties.  Utah, 
and  points  in  Box  Elder  County.  Utah,  on 
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and  east  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Idaho- 
Utah  State  line  and  extending  along  UJS. 
Highway  SON  to  junction  Utah  Highway 
83,  thence  along  Utah  Highway  83  to 
junction  UJ5.  Highway  15,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  15  to  the  Box  Elder-Cache 
Covmty  line.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is 
to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  Oneida 
County,  Idaho. 

No.  MC  129631  (Sub-No.  E5),  filed 
June  2,  1974.  Applicant:  PACK  TRANS¬ 
PORT,  INC.,  3975  South  Second  West, 
Salt  Lake  City,  Utah  84107.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Gwyn  D.  Davidson  (same 
as  above) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
Irregular  routes,  transporting:  (A)  Lum¬ 
ber  and  lumber  mill  products,  from 
points  in  Oregon  to  points  in  Utah,  re¬ 
stricted  against  service,  (1)  from  Jose¬ 
phine,  Jackson,  and  Klamath  Counties, 
Oreg.,  to  Beaver,  Iron,  Millard,  and 
Washington  Coimtles,  Utah;  and  (2) 
from  Baker,  Harney,  and  Malheur  Coim- 
ties,  Oreg.,  to  Cache  and  Box  EHder 
Counties,  Utah  (Oneida  County,  Idaho, 
and  Summit  Coimty,  Utah)  •,  (B)  Lum¬ 
ber  and  lumber  mill  products,  restricted 
to  building  materials,  from  points  in 
Oregon  to  points  in  Cache,  E>avis  (except 
Centerville) ,  Morgan,  Rich,  Siunmit,  Salt 
Lake,  and  Weber  Counties,  Utah,  and 
points  in  Box  Elder  Coimty,  Utah,  on 
and  east  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Idaho- 
Utah  State  line  and  extending  along  UJS. 
Highway  80N  to  junction  Utah  Highway 
83,  thence  along  Utah  Highway  83  to 
junction  U.S.  Highway  15,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  15  to  the  Box  Elder-Cache 
County  line  (Oneida  County,  Idaho)*; 
and  (C)  Building  materials,  from  Baker, 
Oreg.,  to  points  in  Cache,  Davis  (except 
Centerville) ,  Morgan,  Rich,  Summit, 
Salt  Lake,  and  Weber  Counties,  Utah, 
and  points  in  Box  Elder  County  on  and 
east  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Idaho- 
Utah  State  line  and  extending  along  U.S. 
Highway  80N  to  junction  Utah  Highway 
83,  thence  along  Utah  Highway  83  to 
junction  U.S.  Highway  15,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  15  to  the  Box  Elder-Cache 
County  line  (Oneida  County,  Idaho)*. 
The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate 
the  gateways  indicated  by  asterisks 
above. 

No.  MC  129631  (Sub-No.  E6),  filed 
June  2,  1974.  Applicant:  PACK  TRANS¬ 
PORT,  INC.,  3975  South  Second  West, 
Salt  Lake  City,  Utah  84107.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Ow3m  D.  Davidson  (same 
as  above).  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  Irregular  routes,  transporting:  (A) 
Lumber  and  lumber  mill  products,  re¬ 
stricted  against  the  transportation  of 
conunodltles  which  because  of  their  size 
or  weight  require  special  equipment, 
from  points  in  Washington  to  points  in 
Utah,  restricted  against  service  from 
Ferry,  Stevens,  Pend  Oreille,  Lincoln, 
Spokane,  Adams,  Whitman,  Franklin, 
Walla  Walla,  Columbia.  Garfield,  and 
Asotin  Counties.  Wash.,  Cache.  Davis 
(but  Including  Centerville).  Morgan. 
Rich.  Summit,  Salt  Lake,  and  Weber 
Counties.  Utah,  and  points  In  Box  Elder 


County  on  and  east  of  U.S.  Highways 
80N  and  15.  and  Utah  Highway  83  (Onei¬ 
da  County,  Idaho,  and  Summit  County, 
Utah)*;  and  (B)  Lumber  and  lumber 
mill  products,  restricted  to  building  ma¬ 
terials,  from  points  in  Ferry,  Stevens, 
Pend  Oreille,  Lincoln,  Spokane,  Adams. 
Whitman,  Franklin,  Walla  Walla,  Co¬ 
lumbia,  Garfield,  and  Asotin  Counties, 
Wash.,  to  points  in  Cache,  Davis  (except 
Centerville) ,  Morgan,  Rich,  Summit, 
Salt  Lake,  and  Weber  Counties,  Utah, 
and  points  in  Box  Elder  County,  on  and 
east  of  U.S.  Highways  80N  and  15  and 
Utah  Highway  83  (Oneida  County, 
Idaho)  *.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to 
eliminate  the  gateways  Indicated  by 
asterisks  above. 

No.  MC  129631  (Sub-No.  E7),  filed 
June  2.  1974.  Applicant:  PACK  TRANS¬ 
PORT,  INC.,  3975  South  Second  West, 
Salt  Lake  City,  Utah  84107.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Gwyn  D.  Davidson  (same 
as  above).  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  Irregular  routes,  transporting :  Lum¬ 
ber  and  lumber  mill  products,  restricted 
against  the  transportation  of  commodi¬ 
ties  which  because  of  their  size  or  weight 
require  special  equipment,  from  points  in 
Oregon  to  points  in  Arizona,  restricted 
against  service  from  points  in  Coos. 
Curry,  Harney,  Jackson,  Josephine,  Mal¬ 
heur,  and  Klamath  Counties,  Oreg.,  to 
points  in  Cochise,  Coconino,  Gila,  Mari¬ 
copa,  Pima,  Santa  Cruz,  Yavapai,  Mo¬ 
have.  and  Yuma  Counties,  Arlz.  The  pur¬ 
pose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateways  of  Oneida,  Franklin,  Caribou, 
or  Bear  Lake  Coimties,  Idaho. 

No.  MC  129631  (Sub-No.  E8),  filed 
June  2,  1974.  Applicant:  PACK  TRANS¬ 
PORT,  INC.,  3975  South  Second  West, 
Salt  Lake  City,  Utah  84107.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Gwyn  D.  Davidson  (same 
as  above).  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  Lum¬ 
ber  and  lumber  mill  products,  from  points 
in  Oregon  to  points  in  Arizona  (except 
Pinal,  Pima,  Mohave,  and  Yuma  Coun¬ 
ties).  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to 
eliminate  the  gateways  of  Oneida,  Frank¬ 
lin,  Caribou,  or  Bear  Lake  Counties, 
Idaho. 

No.  MC  129631  (Sub-No.  E9).  filed 
June  2.  1974.  Applicant:  PACK  TRANS¬ 
PORT,  INC.,  3975  South  Second  West, 
Salt  Lake  City,  Utah  84107.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Gwyn  D.  Davidson  (same 
as  above).  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  Irregular  routes,  transporting:  Lum¬ 
ber  and  lumber  mill  products,  from  points 
in  Oregon  to  points  in  Arizona  (except 
Yuma  and  Mohave  Coimties).  The  pur¬ 
pose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gate¬ 
ways  of  Oneida,  Franklin,  Caribou,  or 
Bear  Lake  Counties,  Idaho. 

No.  MC  129631  (Sub-No.  E12).  filed 
June  2.  1974.  Apidlcant:  PACK  TRANS¬ 
PORT,  me..  3975  South  Second  West. 
Salt  Lake  City,  Utah  84107.  Aivlicanfs 
representative:  Gwyn  D.  Davidson  (same 
as  above).  Authority  sought  to  operate 


as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting :  Lum¬ 
ber  and  hirtiber  mill  products,  restricted 
against  the  transportation  of  commodi¬ 
ties  which  because  of  size  or  weight  re¬ 
quire  special  equipment,  from  points  in 
Oregon  (except  Malheur  and  Multnomah 
Counties) ,  to  points  in  Wyoming  (except 
Yellowstone  National  Park,  Big  Horn, 
and  Sheridan  Counties) .  The  purpose  of 
this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateways 
of  Oneida  County,  Idaho,  and  Summit 
County,  Utah. 

No.  MC  129631  (Sub-NO.  E13),  filed 
June  2,  1974.  Applicant:  PACK  TRANS¬ 
PORT,  INC.,  3975  South  Second  West, 
Salt  Lake  City,  Utah  84107.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Gwyn  D.  Davidson  (same 
as  above).  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  Lum¬ 
ber  and  lumber  mill  products,  restricted 
against  the  transportation  of  commod¬ 
ities  which  because  of  size  or  weight  re¬ 
quire  sp>eclal  equipment,  from  points  in 
Washington  in  and  west  of  Walla  Walla, 
Franklin.  Adams,  Grant.  Douglas,  and 
Okanogan  Counties,  to  points  in  Uinta, 
Sweetwater,  Lincoln.  Carbon,  Albany, 
and  Laramie  Counties,  Wyo.  The  pur¬ 
pose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gate¬ 
ways  of  Oneida,  Caribou,  Franklin,  or 
Bear  Lake  Counties,  Idaho,  and  Summit 
County,  Utah. 

No.  MC  129631  (Sub-No.  E14),  filed 
June  2,  1974.  Applicant:  PACK  TRANS¬ 
PORT,  me.,  3975  South  Second  West, 
Salt  Lake  City,  Utah  84107.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Gwyn  D.  Davidson  (same 
as  above).  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carri^,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  Lum¬ 
ber  and  lumber  mill  products,  restricted 
against  the  transportation  of  commod¬ 
ities  which  because  of  size  or  weight  re¬ 
quire  special  equipment,  from  points  in 
Washington  to  points  in  Laramie,  Al¬ 
bany,  Lincoln,  Sublette,  Fremont,  Car¬ 
bon,  Sweetwater,  and  Uinta  Counties, 
Wyo.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to 
eliminate  the  gateways  of  Oneida,  Frank¬ 
lin,  Caribou,  or  Bear  Lake  Counties, 
Idaho,  and  Summit  County,  Utah. 

No.  MC  129631  (Sub-No.  E15).  filed 
June  2,  1974.  Applicant:  PACi^K  ’TRANS¬ 
PORT,  me..  3975  South  Second  West. 
Salt  Lake  Cfity,  Utah  84107.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Gwyn  D.  Davidson  (same 
as  above).  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  Irregular  routes,  transporting:  Lum¬ 
ber  and  lumber  mill  products,  restricted 
against  the  transportation  of  commod¬ 
ities  which  because  of  size  or  weight  re¬ 
quire  special  equipment,  from  points  in 
Montana  to  points  in  Utah  (except  Box 
Elder,  Cache,  and  Rich  Counties)  (Sum¬ 
mit  County.  Utah)*;  and  (B)  Lumber 
and  lumber  mill  products,  restricted 
against  the  transportation  of  commod¬ 
ities  which  because  of  size  or  weight,  re¬ 
quire  special  equipment,  from  points  in 
Lincoln.  Lake,  Flathead,  Sanders,  Min¬ 
eral,  Missoula,  Granite.  Ravalli,  and 
Powell  Counties,  Mont.,  to  points  in  Car¬ 
bon,  Albany,  and  Laramie  Counties.  Wyo. 
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(Summit  County,  Utah)*.  The  purpose 
of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateways 
indicated  by  asterisks  above. 

No.  MC  129631  (Sub-No.  E16).  filed 
June  2,  1974.  Applicant:  PACK  TRANS¬ 
PORT,  INC.,  3975  South  Second  West, 
Salt  Lake  City,  Utah  84107.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Gwyn  D.  Davidson  (same 
as  above).  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  Lum¬ 
ber  and  lumber  mill  products,  restricted 
to  building  materials,  from  points  in 
Montana  east  of  the  Continental  Divide 
to  points  in  Box  Elder,  Cache,  Davis  (ex¬ 
cept  Centerville) ,  Morgan,  Rich,  Summit, 
Salt  Lake,  and  Weber  Counties,  Utah. 
The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate 
the  gateway  of  Oneida  County,  Idaho. 

No.  MC  129631  (Sub-No.  E17),  filed 
June  2,  1974.  AppUcant:  PACK  TRANS¬ 
PORT,  INC.,  3975  South  Second  West, 
Salt  Lake  City,  Utah  84107.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Gw3m  D.  Davidson  (same 
as  above).  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  (a) 
lumber  and  lumber  mill  products,  re¬ 
stricted  against  the  transportation  of 
commodities  which  because  of  size  or 
weight  require  special  equipment,  from 
points  in  Idaho  (except  Oneida,  Ban¬ 
nock,  Caribou,  Franklin  and  Bear  Lake 
Cotmties)  to  points  in  Utah  (except  Box 
Elder,  Cache,  Rich,  Weber  and  Morgan 
Counties).  (Summit  County,  Utah)  *,  (b) 
lumber  and  lumber  mill  products,  re¬ 
stricted  to  building  materials,  from 
points  in  Oneida,  Bannock,  Caribou, 
Franklin  and  Bear  Lake  Counties, 
Idaho,  to  points  in  Box  Elder,  Cache, 
Rich,  Davis  (except  Centerville),  Sum¬ 
mit,  Morgan  and  Weber  Counties,  Utah. 
(Fnmklin  or  Oneida  Counties,  Idaho  and 
Cache  Coimty,  Utah)  *,  (c)  building 
materials  and  machinery,  between  c>oints 
in  Bannock,  Bear  Lake,  CTaribou,  Frank¬ 
lin  and  On^da  Coimties,  Idaho,  on  the 
one  hand,  and.  on  the  other,  points  in 
Box  Elder,  Cache,  Davis  (except  Center¬ 
ville)  ,  Rich,  Morgan,  Summit,  Salt  Lake 
and  W^>er  Counties,  Utah.  (CTache 
Coxmty,  Utah)  *.  The  purpose  of  this  fil¬ 
ing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateways  indi¬ 
cated  by  asteri;^. 

No.  MC  129631  (Sub-No.  E18),  filed 
June  2,  1974.  Applicant:  PACK  TRANS¬ 
PORT,  INC.,  3975  South  2d  West, 
Salt  Lake  City,  Utah  84107.  Applicant’s 
representative;  Gwm  D.  Davidson  (same 
as  above).  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
other  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
lumber  and  lumber  mill  products,  re¬ 
stricted  to  building  materials,  from  points 
in  Idaho  (exc^t  Franklin  and  Bear  Lake 
Counties)  to  points  in  Cache.  Davis  (ex¬ 
cept  Centerville),  Morgan,  Rich,  Siun- 
mit.  Salt  Lake,  and  W^>er  Counties, 
Utah,  and  points  in  Box  Elder  County  on 
and  east  of  UB.  Highwa3rs  SON  and  15 
and  Utah  Highway  83.  ’The  purpose  of 
this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of 
Oneida  County,  Idaho. 

No.  MC  129631  (Sub-No.  E20),  filed 
June  2,  1974.  Applicant:  PACK  TRANS¬ 


PORT,  INC.,  3975  South  2nd  West.  Salt 
Lake  City,  Utah  84107.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Gwyn  D.  Davidson  (same  as 
above) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  (a)  lum¬ 
ber  and  lumber  mill  products,  restricted 
against  tlie  transportation  of  commodi¬ 
ties  which  because  of  size  or  weight  re¬ 
quire  special  equipment,  (1)  from  points 
in  Rich  and  Summit  Coimties,  Utah,  to 
points  in  New  Mexico  and  Arizona.  (2) 
from  points  in  Daggett  County,  Utah,  to 
points  in  New  Mexico  (except  Taos,  Col¬ 
fax,  and  Union  Coimties)  and  Arizona 
(points  in  Utah  on  and  south  of  U.S. 
Highway  40,  except  Blanding,  Ephraim, 
and  Escalante)  * ;  (b)  lumber  and  lumber 
mill  products,  restricted  to  building  ma¬ 
terials  and  against  commodities  which 
because  of  size  or  weight  require  special 
equipment,  from  points  in  Box  Elder, 
Cache,  Davis  (except  Centerville),  Mor¬ 
gan,  Rich,  Sununit,  Salt  Lake,  and  Weber 
Coimties,  Utah,  to  points  in  Wyoming 
(except  Lincoln  and  Teton  Counties) 
(Daggett,  Rich  or  Summit  Counties. 
Utah)  * ;  (c)  building  materials,  between 
points  in  Teton  County,  Wyo.,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  Box 
Elder,  Cache,  Davis  (except  Centerville) , 
Morgan,  Rich,  Summit,  Salt  Lake,  and 
Weber  Counties,  Utah  (Pocatello,  Idaho, 
and  Cache  County,  Utah)  * ;  (d)  lumber 
and  lumber  miU  products,  restricted  to 
building  materials  and  against  conunodi- 
ties  which  because  of  size  or  weight  re¬ 
quire  special  equipment,  from  points  in 
Bannock,  Bear  Lcike,  Caribou,  Franklin, 
and  Oneida  Counties.  Idaho  to  points  in 
Vinta,  Sweetwater,  Carbon,  Albemy  and 
Laramie  Counties,  Wyo.  (Cache,  and 
Rich,  or  Summit  Counties,  Utah)  *.  The 
purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateways  indicated  by  asterisks  above. 

No.  MC  129994  (Sub-No.  El),  filed 
May  20.  1974.  Applicant  RAY  BETHERS 
TRUCKING  COMPANY,  P.O.  Box  116, 
Kamas,  Utah.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Ray  Bethers  (same  as  above) .  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  Irregular  routes, 
transporting:  (1)  Lumber  (except  poles 
and  laminated  beans),  from  Salt  Lake 
City,  Utah,  to  points  in  Arizona,  Califor¬ 
nia,  Colorado,  and  Nevada;  (2)  lumber 
(except  poles  and  laminated  beans) ,  (a) 
from  Los  Angeles,  Riverside,  San  Bernar¬ 
dino  and  San  Diego,  Calif.,  to  Colorado 
Springs,  Craig,  Denver,  Port  Collins, 
Grand  Junction  and  Pueblo,  Colo.,  (b) 
from  points  in  that  part  of  California  on 
and  south  of  a  line  beginning  at  the 
Pacific  Ocean  and  extending  along  Cali¬ 
fornia  Highway  166  to  junction  Califor¬ 
nia  Highway  99,  thence  along  California 
Highway  99  to  Bakersfield,  thence  along 
California  Highway  58  to  Barstow,  thence 
along  UB.  Highway  66/395  to  Escondido 
and  thence  along  Interstate  Highway  5 
to  the  International  Boundary  line  be¬ 
tween  the  United  States  and  Mexico  to 
points  in  Colorado  on  and  north  of  U.S. 
Highway  50,  (c)  from  Blythe,  Calif.,  to 
ChsJg,  Denver  and  Fort  Collins,  Colo.,  (d) 
from  El  Centro,  Calif.,  to  Craig,  Denver, 
Fort  Collins,  and  Grand  Junction,  Colo., 


(e)  from  Indio,  Calif.,  to  Craig.  Denver, 
Fort  Collins,  and  Grand  Junction,  Colo., 

(f )  from  Needles,  Calif.,  to  Craig,  Denver 
and  Fort  Collins,  Colo.,  (g)  from  points 
in  that  part  of  California  on,  south  and 
east  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Nevada- 
Califomia  State  line  and  extending  along 
Interstate  Highway  15  and  U.S.  High- 
w'ay  66/395  and  Interstate  Highway  5 
to  the  International  Boundary  line  be¬ 
tween  the  United  States  and  Mexico  to 
points  in  that  part  of  Colorado  on  and 
north  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Utah- 
Colorado  State  line  and  extending  along 
U.S.  Highway  40  to  Craig,  thence  along 
Colorado  Highway  13/789  to  junction 
U.S.  Highway  6/24  and  Interstate' High¬ 
way  70,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  6/24 
and  Interstate  Highway  70  to  Denver,  and 
thence  along  Interstate  Highway  80S  to 
the  Color ado-Nebraska  State  line,  (h) 
from  Alturas,  Calif.,  to  Alamosa,  Colo¬ 
rado  Springs,  Craig,  Denver,  Durango, 
Port  Collins,  Grand  Junction  and  Pueblo, 
Colo. 

(i)  Prom  Eureka,  Fresno,  Redding. 
Sacramento,  San  Francisco,  San  Jose, 
Stockton,  Oakland,  and  Bishop,  Calif., 
to  Alamosa,  Colorado  Springs,  Craig, 
Denver,  Durango.  Fort  Collins,  Grand 
Junction  and  Pueblo,  Colo.,  (j)  from'' 
Bakersfield,  Calif.,  to  Colorado  Springs, 
CTraig,  Denver,  Port  Collins,  Grand  Junc¬ 
tion,  and  Pueblo,  Colo.,  (k)  from  Barstow, 
Calif.,  to  Colorado  Springs,  Craig,  Den¬ 
ver,  Port  Collins,  and  Pueblo,  Colo.,  (1) 
from  Santa  Maria,  Calif.,  to  Alamosa, 
Colorado  Springs,  Craig,  Denver,  Fort 
Collins,  Grand  Junction,  and  Pueblo. 
Colo.,  and  (m)  from  points  in  that  part 
of  California  on  and  north  of  a  line 
beginning  at  the  Pacific  Ocean  and  ex¬ 
tending  along  California  Highway  166  to 
junction  California  Highway  119,  thence 
along  California  Highway  119  to  junction 
California  Highway  99,  thence  along 
California  Highway  99  to  Bakersfield, 
thence  along  California  Highway  58  to 
Barstow,  and  thence  along  Interstate 
Highway  15  to  the  Califomia-Nevada 
State  line  to  points  in  Colorado  on  and 
north  of  U.S.  Highway  50;  (3)  lumber 
(except  poles  and  laminated  beans), 
(a)  from  Eureka  and  Redding,  Calif.,  to 
Albuquerque,  Farmington,  and  Alama- 
gordo,  N.  Mex.,  (b)  from  Oakland,  Calif., 
to  Albuquerque  and  Farmington,  N.  Mex., 
(c)  from  San  Jose,  Calif.,  to  Farmington, 
N.  Mex.,  (d)  from  points  in  that  part  of 
California  on  and  north  of  a  line  begin¬ 
ning  at  Eureka,  Calif.,  and  extending 
along  California  Highway  299  to  junction 
Interstate  Highway  5,  thence  along  In¬ 
terstate  Highway  5  to  Red  Bluff,  thence 
along  California  Highway  36  to  Susan- 
ville,  and  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  395 
to  the  California-Nevada  State  line  to 
points  in  New  Mexico,  (e)  from  points 
in  that  part  of  California  on  and  south 
of  a  line  beginning  at  Eureka,  CaUf., 
and  extending  along  California  Highway 
299  to  junction  Interstate  Highway  5, 
thence  along  Interstate  Highway  5  to  Red 
Bluff,  thence  along  California  Highway 
36  to  Susanville,  and  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  395  to  the  Califomia-Nevada 
State  line  to  points  in  New  Mexico  on  and 
north  of  Interstate  Highway  40;  (4) 
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lumber  (except  poles  and  laminated 
beans),  (a)  from  Alturas,  Eureka  and 
Redding,  Calif.,  to  Page,  Arlz. 

(b)  From  points  In  that  part  of  Cali¬ 
fornia  north  of  a  line  beginning  at  San 
Francisco  and  extending  along  Interstate 
Highway  80  to  junction  Interstate  High¬ 
way  580,  thence  along  Interstate  High¬ 
way  580  to  junction  Interstate  Highway 
205,  thence  along  Interstate  Highway 
205  to  Manteca,  thence  along  California 
Highway  99  to  Sacramento,  and  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  50  to  the  California- 
Nevada  State  line  to  Page,  Arlz.;  (5) 
lumber  (except  poles  and  laminated 
beans) ,  (a)  from  Craig,  Denver,  and  Port 
Collins,  Colo.,  to  Blythe,  El  Centro,  Indio, 
Needles,  Los  Angeles,  Riverside,  San 
Bernardino,  San  Diego,  Alturas,  Eureka, 
Fresno,  Redding,  Sacramento,  San  Fran¬ 
cisco,  San  Jose,  Stockton,  Oakland, 
Bishop,  Bakersiield,  Barstow,  and  Santa 
Maria,  Calif.,  (b)  from  points  in  that  part 
of  Colorado  on  and  north  of  a  line  be¬ 
ginning  at  the  Utah-Colorado  State  line 
and  extending  along  U.S.  Highway  40  to 
Craig,  thence  along  Colorado  Highway 
13/789  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  6, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  6  to  Denver, 
and  thence  along  Interstate  Highway 
80S  to  the  Colorado-Nebraska  State  line 
to  points  in  California;  (6)  lumber  (ex¬ 
cept  poles  and  laminated  beans,  (a) 
from  Grand  Junction,  Colo.,  to  El  Centro, 
Indio,  Los  Angeles,  Riverside,  San 
Bernardino,  San  Diego,  Altm*as,  Eureka, 
Fresno,  Redding,  Sacramento,  San  Fran¬ 
cisco,  San  Jose,  Stockton,  Oakland, 
Bishop,  Bakersfield,  and  Santa  Marla, 
Calif.,  (b)  from  Colorado  Springs  and 
Pueblo,  Colo.,  to  Los  Angeles,  Riverside, 
San  Bernardino,  San  Diego,  Alturas, 
Eureka,  Fresno,  Redding,  Sacramento, 
San  Francisco,  San  Jose,  Stockton,  Oak¬ 
land,  Bishop,  Bakersfield,  Barstow,  smd 
Santa  Maria,  Calif.,  (c)  from  points  in 
that  part  of  Colorado  on  and  south  of  a 
line  beginning  at  the  Utah-Colorado 
State  line  and  extending  along  U.S. 
Highway  40  to  Craig,  thence  along  Colo¬ 
rado  Highway  13/789  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  6,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  6 
to  Denver,  thence  along  Interstate  High¬ 
way  80S  to  the  Colorado-Nebraska  State 
line  and  on  and  north  of  a  line  beginning 
at  the  Utah-Colorado  State  line  and  ex¬ 
tending  along  U.S.  Highway  6/50  to 
Grand  Junction,  and  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  50  to  the  Colorado-Kansas 
State  line  to  points  in  California  on, 
north  and  west  of  a  line  beginning  at 
the  Nevada-Callfomia  State  line  and 
extending  along  Interstate  Highway  15 
and  U.S.  Highway  395  to  junction  Inter¬ 
state  Highway  5  to  the  International 
Boundary  line  between  the  United  States 
and  Mexico. 

(d)  Prom  Alamosa,  Colo.,  to  Alturas, 
Eureka,  Fresno,  Redding,  Sacramento, 
San  Francisco,  San  Jose,  Stockton,  Oak¬ 
land,  Bishop,  Bakersfield  and  Santa 
Maria,  Calif.,  (e)  from  Durango,  Colo.,  to 
Alturas,  Eureka,  Fresno,  Redding,  Sac¬ 
ramento,  San  Francisco,  San  Jose,  Stock- 
ton,  Oakland,  Bishop  and  Bakersfield, 
Calif.,  (f)  from  points  in  Colorado  south 
of  U.S.  Highway  50  to  points  In  that  part 
of  C^ifomla  north  of  a  line  beginning  at 
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the  Pacific  Ocean  and  extending  along 
California  Highway  166  to  junction  Cali¬ 
fornia  Highway  119,  thence  along  Cali¬ 
fornia  Highway  119  to  jimction  Califor¬ 
nia  Highway  99,  thence  along  California 
Highway  99  to  Bakersfield,  thence  along 
California  Highway  58  to  Barstow,  and 
thence  along  Interstate  Highway  15  to 
the  Calif omia-Nevada  State  line;  (7) 
lumber  (except  poles  and  laminated 
beans) ,  (a)  from  Craig,  Colo.,  to  Phoenix 
and  Tucson,  Arlz.,  and  (b)  from  points 
in  that  part  of  Colorado  north  of  a  line 
beginning  at  the  Wyoming-Colorado 
State  line  and  extending  along  Colorado 
Highway  13/789  to  Craig,  thence  along 
U.S,  Highway  40  to  junction  Colorado 
Highway  14,  thence  along  Colorado 
Highway  14  to.junction  Colorado  High- 
day  125,  thence  along  Colorado  Highway 
125  to  the  Colorado-Wyoming  State  line 
to  points  in  that  part  of  Arizona  south 
of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Califomla- 
Arlzona  State  line  and  extending  along 
Interstate  Highway  10  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  60,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
60  to  jimction  U.S.  Highway  60/89, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  60/89  to 
Phoenix,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  60 
to  Globe,  and  thence  along  U.S.  High¬ 
way  70  to  the  Arizona-New  Mexico  State 
line;  (8)  lumber  (except  poles  and  lami¬ 
nated  beans),  (a)  from  Alamosa,  Colo., 
to  Ely,  Reno  and  Wells,  Nev.,  (b)  from 
Colorado  Springs,  Colo.,  to  Ely,  Reno  and 
Wells,  Nev.,  (c)  from  Craig,  Colo.,  to  Ely, 
Las  Vegas,  Reno  and  Wells,  Nev.,  (d) 
from  Denver.  Colo.,  to  Ely,  Las  Vegas, 
Reno  and  Wells,  Nev.,  (e)  from  Durango, 
Colo.,  to  Reno  and  Wells,  Nev.,  (f)  from 
Fort  Collins,  Colo.,  to  Ely,  Las  Vegas. 
Reno  and  Wells,  Nev.,  (g)  from  Grand 
Junction,  Colo.,  to  Las  Vegas,  Reno  and 
Wells.,  Nev.,  (h)  from  Pueblo,  Colo.,  to 
Ely,  Las  Vegas,  Reno  and  Wells,  Nev. 

(i)  Prom  points  in  that  part  of  Colo¬ 
rado  north  of  a  line  begiiming  at  the 
Utah-Colorado  State  line  and  extending 
along  U.S.  Highway  666  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  160,  thence  along  UJ5.  Highway 
160  to  Walsenburg,  thence  along  Inter¬ 
state  Highway  25  to  Trinidad,  and  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  160  to  the  Colorado- 
Kansas  State  line  to  points  in  Nevada  on 
and  north  of  Interstate  Highway  15, 
(j)  from  points  in  that  part  of  Colorado 
south  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Utah- 
Colorado  State  line  and  extending  along 
U.S.  Highway  666  to  junction  U.S.  High¬ 
way  160,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  160 
to  Walsenburg,  thence  along  Interstate 
Highway  25  to  Trinidad,  and  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  160  to  the  Colorado- 
Kansas  State  line  to  points  in  that  part 
of  Nevada  west  and  north  of  a  line  be¬ 
ginning  at  the  Utah-Nevada  State  line 
and  extending  along  U.S.  Highway  6/50 
to  junction  U.S.  Highway  93,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  93  to  junction  Inter¬ 
state  Highway  15,  thence  along  inter¬ 
state  Highway  15  to  the  Nevada-Callfor- 
nla  State  line  (including  Ely,  Nev.) ;  (9) 
lumber  (except  poles  and  laminated 
beans),  from  Afton,  Daniel,  Wyo.,  to 
points  in  Arizona,  California,  Nevada, 
New  Mexico;  (10)  lumber  (except  poles 
and  laminated  beans),  from  Encamp¬ 
ment,  Wyo.,  to  points  in  Arizona,  Call- 
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fomia  and  Nevada ;  (11)  lumber  (except 
poles  and  laminated  beans) ,  from  River¬ 
ton,  Wyo.,  to  points  in  Arizona,  Califor¬ 
nia,  Nevada,  and  points  in  that  part  of 
New  Mexico  on  and  west  of  a  line  be¬ 
ginning  at  the  Colorado-New  Mexico 
State  line  and  extending  along  U.S. 
Highway  84  to  junction  New  Mexico 
Highway  95,  thence  along  New  Mexico 
Highway  95  to  junction  New  Mexico 
Highway  96,  thence  along  New  Mexico 
Highway  96  to  junction  New  Mexico 
Highway  44,  thence  along  New  Mexico 
Highway  44  to  junction  Interstate  High¬ 
way  25,  thence  along  Interstate  Highway 
25  to  the  New  Mexico-Texas  State  line; 
(12)  lumber  (except  poles  and  laminated 
beans),  from  Paris,  Idaho  to  points  in 
Arizona,  California,  points  in  that  part  of 
Nevada  on,  west  and  south  of  a  line  be¬ 
ginning  at  the  Oregon-Nevada  State  line 
and  extending  along  U.S.  Highway  95  to 
junction  U.S.  Highway  40,  and  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  40  to  the  Nevada- 
Utah  State  line  and  New  Mexico. 

(13)  Lumber  (except  poles  and  lami¬ 
nated  beans),  from  Darby,  Mont.,  to 
points  in  Arizona,  New  Mexico,  points  hi 
that  part  of  California  south  of  a  line 
beginning  at  San  Francisco  and  extend¬ 
ing  along  U.S.  Highway  80  to  junction 
Interstate  Highway  580,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  580  to  junction  Interstate 
Highway  205,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
205  to  Manteca,  thence  along  California 
Highway  99  to  Merced,  thence  along 
California  Highway  140  and  California 
Highway  120  to  junction  U.S.  Highway 
395,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  395  to 
junction  California  Highway  120,  thence 
along  California  Highway  120  to  junction 
U.S.  Highway  6,  thence  along  U.S.  High¬ 
way  6  to  the  Callfomla-Nevada  State 
line,  and  points  in  that  part  of  Nevada 
on,  east  and  south  of  a  line  beginning  at 
the  Utah-Nevada  State  line  and  extend¬ 
ing  along  U.S.  Highway  6/50  to  junctiwi 
U.S.  Highway  93,  thence  along  U.S.  High¬ 
way  93  to  junction  Interstate  Highway 
15,  thence  along  Interstate  Highway  15 
to  the  Nevada-Callfomia  State  line  (in¬ 
cluding  Ely,  Nev.);  (14) lumber  (except 
poles  and  laminated  beans),  from  West 
Yellowstone,  Mont.,  to  points  in  Arizona, 
New  Mexico,  points  in  that  part  of  Cali¬ 
fornia  on  and  south  of  a  line  beginning 
at  San  Francisco  and  extending  along 
Interstate  Highway  80  to  junction  Inter¬ 
state  Highway  580,  thence  along  Inter¬ 
state  Highway  580  to  junction  Interstate 
Highway  205,  thence  along  Interstate 
Highway  205  to  Manteca,  tiience  along 
California  Highway  99  to  Merced,  thence 
along  California  Highway  140  to  junction 
California  Highway  120,  thence  along 
California  Highway  120  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  395,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
395  to  junction  California  Highway  120, 
thence  along  California  Highway  20  to 
junction  U.S.  Highway  6,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  6  to  the  Califomla-Nevada 
State  line,  and  points  in  that  part  of 
Nevada  on,  south  and  east  of  a  line  be¬ 
ginning  at  the  Utah-Nevada  State  line 
and  extending  along  U.S.  Highway  6/50 
to  junction  U.S.  Highway  93,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  93  to  junction  Inter¬ 
state  Highway  IS,  thence  along  Inter- 
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state  Highway  15  to  the  California- 
Nevada  State  line  (including  Ely.  Nev.). 
The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate 
the  gateway  of  Kamas,  Utah,  or  the  site 
of  a  lumber  mill  located  approximately 
4  miles  south  of  Heber  (Tlty,  Utah,  and/ 
or  Salt  Lake  City  and  Wasatch  County, 
Utah. 

No.  MC  133973  (Sub-No.  El),  filed 
May  16, 1974.  Applicant:  HUNTINGTON 
MOVING  &  STORAGE  CO..  1102  Vernon 
Street,  Huntington,  W.  Va.  25719.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Stanley  I.  Gold¬ 
man,  1700  K  St.  NW.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20006.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Hoxise~ 
hold  goods,  as  defined  by  the  Commis¬ 
sion;  (1)  between  points  in  Maryland  on 
and  west  of  U.S.  Highway  220,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  Ten¬ 
nessee;  (2)  between  points  in  Garrett 
and  Allegany  Counties,  Md.,  on  the  one 
hand,  and.  on  the  other,  (a)  points  in 
Cher(^ee,  Clay,  Graham,  Swain,  Macon, 
Jackson,  Haywood,  Transylvania,  Hen¬ 
derson,  Buncombe,  and  Madison  Coim- 
ties,  N.C.,  and  (b)  points  in  South  Caro¬ 
lina  on  and  north  of  Interstate  Highway 
20  and  on  and  west  of  U.S.  Highway  21 ; 
(3)  between  points  in  Virginia  on  and 
west  of  UB.  Highway  21,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  New 
York;  (4)  between  points  in  West  Vir¬ 
ginia  on  or  north  of  U.S.  Highway  33,  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other  points 
in  Tennessee,  on  and  east  of  Interstate 
Highway  65;  (5)  between  points  in  West 
Virginia  on  and  west  of  Interstate  High¬ 
way  77,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  points  in  North  Carolina  on  and 
west  of  U.S.  Highway  501  from  the  Vir¬ 
ginia  line  to  Durham  and  on  and  west  of 
U.S.  Highway  70  from  Durham  to  the  At¬ 
lantic  Ocean;  (6)  between  points  in  W. 
Va.,  except  thpse  of  McDowell,  Mingo, 
Mercer,  Monroe,  and  Greenbrier  Coun¬ 
ties,  on  the  one  hand,  and  on  the  other, 
points  in  South  Carolina;  (7)  between 
points  in  Ohio,  on  and  east  of  Inter¬ 
state  Highway  77,  on  the  one  hand,  and. 
on  the  other,  points  in  Tennessee,  on  and 
east  of  Interstate  Highway  75,  including 
Chattanooga,  Tenn.;  (8)  between  points 
In  Ohio  on  and  east  of  U.S.  Highway  62 
from  the  Kentucky  border  to  Columbus, 
points  on  and  south  oC  U.S.  Highway  40 
from  Columbus  to  Junction  Interstate 
Highway  77  and  points  on  and  west  of 
Interstate  Highway  77  from  the  Junction 
of  U.S.  Highway  40  to  the  West  Virginia 
border,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  points  in  North  Carolina. 

(0)  Between  points  in  Ohio,  on  the 
one  band,  and,  on  the  other,  points  In 
North  Carolina  on  and  east  of  U.S.  High¬ 
way  21  from  the  South  Carolina  border 
to  Junction  Interstate  Highway  70,  and 
on  and  south  of  Interstate  Highway  70 
from  Statesville  to  the  Atlantic  Ocean; 
(10)  between  points  in  Ohio,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  South 
Carolina  on  and  east  of  Interstate  High¬ 
way  20  from  the  Georgia  border  to  Co¬ 
lumbia  and  on  and  east  of  U.S.  lUghway 
21  to  the  North  Carolina  border;  (11) 
(a)  between  points  In  Kentucky,  on  the 


one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  In 
New  Jersey  and  Delaware,  and  (b)  be¬ 
tween  points  In  Kentucky  on  and  south 
of  Interstate  Highway  64,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  New 
York  Highway  84;  (12)  tetween  points 
in  Kentucky  on  and  north  of  Interstate 
Highway  64,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  points  in  North  Carolina,  on 
and  east  of  Interstate  Highway  85  and 
points  in  South  Carolina  on  and  east  of 
Interstate  Highway  95;  (13)  between 
points  in  Pennsylvania  on  and  west  of 
U.S.  Highway  219,  on  the  one  hand,  and, 
on  the  other,  points  in  Tennessee;  and 
(14)  between  points  in  Erie,  Crawford, 
Venango,  Mercer,  Butler,  Lawrence, 
Beaver,  and  Allegheny  Counties,  Pa.,  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points 
in  South  Carolina  and  points  in  North 
Carolina  on  and  south  of  Interstate 
Highway  40  from  the  Tennessee  line  to 
Raleigh  and  U.S.  Highway  70  from  Ral¬ 
eigh  to  the  Atlantic  Ocean.  The  purpose 
of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gatew^ay 
of  points  in  Wyoming  Coimty,  W.  Va. 

By  the  Commission. 

[SEAL]  Joseph  M.  Harrington, 

Acting  Secretary. 

[PR  Doc.75-14763  FUed  6-4-75;8:45  am] 


[Notice  No.  44] 

MOTOR  CARRIER,  BROKER,  WATER  CAR¬ 
RIER  AND  FREIGHT  FORWARDER  AP¬ 
PLICATIONS 

May  30.  1975. 

The  following  applications  are  gov¬ 
erned  by  Special  Rule  1100.247'  of  the 
Commission’s  general  rules  of  practice 
(49  CFR,  as  amended) ,  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  issue  of  April  20,  1966, 
effective  May  20,  1966,  These  rules  pro¬ 
vide.  among  other  things,  that  a  protest 
to  the  granting  of  an  application  must 
be  filed  with  the  Commission  within  30 
days  after  date  of  notice  of  filing  of  the 
application  is  published  in  the  Federal 
Register.  Failure  seasonably  to  file  a 
protest  will  be  construed  as  a  waiver  of 
opposition  and  participation  in  the  pro- 
ceMing.  A  protest  under  these  niles 
should  comply  with  Section  247(d)  (3)  of 
the  rules  of  practice  which  requires  that 
it  set  forth  specifically  the  grounds  upon 
which  it  is  made,  contain  a  detailed  state¬ 
ment  of  Protestant’s  Interest  in  the  pro¬ 
ceeding  (including  a  copy  of  the  specific 
portions  of  its  authority  which  Protes¬ 
tant  believes  to  be  In  conflict  with  that 
sought  in  the  application,  and  describing 
in  detail  the  method — ^whether  by  Join¬ 
der,  interline,  or  other  means — by  which 
Protestant  would  use  such  authority  to 
provide  all  or  part  of  the  service  pro¬ 
posed),  and  shall  specify  with  particu¬ 
larity  the  facts,  matters,  and  things  re¬ 
lied  upon,  but  Shan  not  Include  Issues  or 
allegations  phrased  generaUy,  Protests 
not  in  reasonable  compliance  with  the 
requirements  of  the  rules  may  be  re¬ 
jected.  The  original  and  one  (1)  copy 
of  the  protest  shall  be  filed  with  the 
Commission,  and  a  copy  shaU  be  served 
concurrently  upon  applicant’s  represent¬ 
ative,  or  applicant  If  no  representative  Is 


named.  If  the  protest  includes  a  request 
for  oral  hearing,  such  requests  shaU  meet 
the  requirements  of  section  247(d)  (4)  of 
the  special  rules,  and  shall  include  the 
certification  required  therein. 

Section  247(f)  of  the  Commission’s 
rules  of  practice  further  provides  that 
each  applicant  shall,  if  protests  to  its 
application  have  been  filed,  and  on  or 
before  August  4,  1975,  notify  the  Com¬ 
mission  in  writing  (1)  that  it  is  ready  to 
proceed  and  prosecute  the  application,  or 
(2)  that  it  wishes  to  witiidraw  the  appli¬ 
cation,  failure  in  which  the  application 
will  be  dismissed  by  the  Commission. 

Further  processing  steps  (whether 
modified  procedure,  oral  hearing,  or  other 
procedures)  will  be  determined  generally 
in  accordance  with  the  Commission’s 
general  policy  statement  concerning 
motor  carrier  licensing  procedures,  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  issue  of 
May  3,  1966.  This  assignment  will  be  by 
Commission  order  which  will  be  served 
on  each  party  of  record.  Broadening 
amendments  will  not  be  accepted  after 
the  date  of  this  publication  except  for 
good  cause  shown,  and  restrictive  amend¬ 
ments  will  not  be  entertained  following 
publication  in  the  Federal  Register  of  a 
notice  that  the  proceeding  has  been  as¬ 
signed  for  oral  hearing. 

Evidence  respecting  how  equipment  is 
expected  to  be  returned  to  an  origin 
point,  as  well  as  other  data  relating  to 
operational  feasibility  (including  the 
need  for  dead-head  operations) ,  must  be 
presented  as  part  of  an  applicant’s  initial 
evidentiary  presentation  (either  at  oral 
hearing  or  in  its  opening  verified  state¬ 
ment  under  the  modified  procedure)  with 
respect  to  all  application  filed  on  or  after 
December  1,  1973. 

If  an  applicant  states  in  its  initial 
evidentiary  presentation  that  empty  or 
partially  empty  vehicle  movements  will 
result  upon  a  grant  of  its  application,  ap¬ 
plicant  will  be  expected  (1)  to  specify 
the  extent  of  such  empty  operations,  by 
mileages  and  the  number  of  vehicles, 
that  would  be  incurred,  and  (2)  to  des¬ 
ignate  where  such  empty  vehicle  opera¬ 
tions  will  be  conducted. 

Each  applicant  (except  as  otherwise 
specifically  noted)  states  that  there  will 
be  no  significant  effect  on  the  quality  of 
the  human  environment  resulting  from 
approval  of  its  application. 

No.  MC  531  (Sub-No.  312) ,  filed  May  5. 
1975.  Applicant:  YOUNGER  BRO’TH- 
ERS,  IN(3.,  4904  Griggs  Road,  Houston, 
Tex.  77021.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Wray  E.  Hughes  (same  address  as  appli¬ 
cant).  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Vegetable 
oils  and  blends  thereof,  in  bulk.  In  tank 
vehicles,  from  Louisville,  Ky.,  to  Colorado 
Springs,  Colo. 

Note. — Common  control  may  be  Involved. 
If  a  bearing  is  deemed  necessary,  the  appli¬ 
cant  requests  It  be  held  at  either  Louisville, 
Ky.  or  Denver,  Colo. 


*  Copies  of  Special  Rule  247  (as  amended) 
can  be  obtained  by  writing  to  the  Secretary, 
Interstate  Commerce  Commission,  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C.  20423. 
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No.  MC  1459  (Sub-No.  7),  filed  May  2, 
1975.  Applicant:  ROYAL  MOTOR  EX¬ 
PRESS,  INC.,  240  Harmon  Avenue, 
Lebanon,  Ohio.  45036.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Richard  H.  Brandon,  P.O.  Box 
97,  Dublin,  Ohio  43017.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  General  commodities  (except  those 
of  unusual  value.  Classes  A  and  B  explo¬ 
sives,  household  goods  as  defined  by  the 
Commission,  commodities  in  bulk,  and 
those  requiring  special  equipment,  in 
shipper  owned  trailers),  between  points 
m  Ohio,  Indiana,  Illinois,  Kentucky,  West 
Virginia,  Virginia,  Tennessee,  Michigan, 
Pennsylvania,  Wisconsin,  St.  Louis,  tmd 
St.  Louis  County,  Mo.,  under  a  continu¬ 
ing  contract  with  The  Standard  Oil 
Company  of  Ohio  and  its  wholly  owned 
subsidiaries. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  either 
Columbus,  Ohio,  or  Washington,  O.C. 

No.  MC  10343  (Sub-No.  29),  filed 
May  2,  1975.  Applicant:  CHURCHILL 
TRUCK  LINES,  INC.,  U.S.  Highway  36 
West,  Chillicothe,  Mo.  64601.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Frank  W.  Taylor,  Jr., 
1221  Baltimore  Avenue,  Kansas  City,  Mo. 
64105.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
regular  routes,  transporting:  General 
commodities  (except  Classes  A  and  B  ex¬ 
plosives,  household  goods  as  defined  by 
the  Commission,  commodities  in  bulk, 
and  those  of  unusual  value):  (1)  Be¬ 
tween  Kansas  City,  Mo.  and  Salina, 
Kans.:  Prom  Kansas  City,  over  Inter¬ 
state  Highway  70  to  Salina,  and  return 
over  the  same  route,  as  an  alternate 
route  for  operating  convenience  only, 
serving  the  junction  of  Interstate  High¬ 
way  70  and  Kansas  Highway  177,  the 
junction  of  Interstate  Highway  70  and 
U.S.  Highway  77,  and  the  junction  of 
Interstate  Highway  70  and  U.S.  High¬ 
way  24  for  purposes  of  joinder  only;  (2) 
Between  Manhattan,  Kans.  and  Wichita, 
Kans.:  Prom  Manhattan  over  Kansas 
Highway  177  to  junction  Interstate  High¬ 
way  35,  thence  over  Interstate  Highway 
35  to  Wichita,  and  return  over  the  same 
route,  as  an  alternate  route  for  operat¬ 
ing  convenience  only,  serving  the  jimc- 
tion  of  U.S.  Highway  56  and  Kansas 
Highway  177  for  purposes  of  joinder 
only;  (3)  Between  Junction  City,  Kans. 
and  Council  Grove,  Kans.:  From  Junc¬ 
tion  City  over  U.S.  Highway  77  to  junc¬ 
tion  U.S.  Highway  66,  thence  over  U.S. 
Highway  56  to  Council  Grove,  and  return 
over  the  same  route,  as  an  alternate 
route  for  operating  convenience  only, 
serving  the  junction  of  U.S.  Highway 
77  and  U.S.  Highway  56  for  purposes  of 
joinder  only; 

(4)  Between  the  junction  of  Kansas 
Highway  177  and  U.S.  Highway  50  and 
Wichita,  Kans.:  Prom  the  jimction  of 
Kansas  Highway  177  and  U.S.  Highway 
50  over  U.S.  Highway  50  to  junc¬ 
tion  Kansas  Highway  150,  thence  over 
Kansas  Highway  150  to  junction  UB. 
Highway  77.  thence  over  UB.  Highway 
77  to  junction  Interstate  Highway  35. 
thence  over  Interstate  Highway  35  to 


Wichita,  and  return  over  the  same  route, 
as  an  alternate  route  for  operating  con¬ 
venience  only,  serving  the  junction  of 
Kansas  Highway  177  and  U.S.  Highway 
50,  the  junction  of  Kansas  Highway  150 
and  U.S.  Highway  77,  and  the  junction  of 
U.S.  Highway  77  and  U.S.  Highway  50 
for  purposes  of  joinder  only;  (5)  Between 
the  junction  of  U.S.  Highway  81  and 
Kansas  Highway  4  and  the  junction  of 
Kansas  Highway  43  and  Kansas  High¬ 
way  4:  From  the  junction  of  U.S.  High¬ 
way  81  and  Kansas  Highway  4  over  Kan¬ 
sas  Highway  4  to  junction  Kansas  High¬ 
way  43,  and  return  over  the  same  route, 
as  an  alternate  route  for  operating  con¬ 
venience  only,  serving  the  junction  of 
U.S.  Highway  81  and  Kansas  Highway  4. 
tlie  junction  of  Kansas  Highway  4  and 
Kansas  Highway  15  and  the  junction  of 
Kansas  Highway  4  and  Kansas  Highway 
43  for  purposes  of  joinder  only;  (6)  Be¬ 
tween  the  junction  of  U.S.  Highway  81 
and  U.S.  Highway  56  and  the  junction  of 
U.S.  Highway  56  and  Kansas  Highway 
15:  From  the  junction  of  U.S.  Highway 
81  and  U.S.  Highway  56  over  U.S.  High¬ 
way  56  to  junction  Kansas  Highway  15, 
and  return  over  the  same  route,  as  an  al¬ 
ternate  route  for  operating  convenience 
only,  serving  the  junction  of  UB.  High¬ 
way  81  and  U.S.  Highway  56  and  the 
junction  of  U.S.  Highway  56  and  Kan¬ 
sas  Highway  15  for  purposes  of  joinder 
only;  (7)  Between  Hutchinson,  Kans. 
and  Wichita,  Kans.:  From  Hutchinson 
over  Kansas  Highway  96  to  Wichita  and 
return  over  the  same  route,  as  an  al¬ 
ternate  route  for  operating  convenience 
only,  serving  no  intermediate  points;  (8) 
Between  Hutchinson,  Kans.  and  Newton, 
Kans.:  From  Hutchinson  over  U.S.  High¬ 
way  50  to  Newton,  and  return  over  the 
same  route,  as  an  alternate  route  for  op¬ 
erating  convenience  only,  serving  no  in¬ 
termediate  points; 

(9)  Between  Kansas  City,  Mo.  and  St. 
Joseph,  Mo. :  From  Kansas  City  over  In¬ 
terstate  Highway  29  to  St.  Joseph,  and 
return  over  the  same  route,  as  an  alter¬ 
nate  route  for  operating  convenience 
only,  serving  no  intermediate  points; 
(10)  Between  Kansas  City,  Mo.  and 
Marion,  Kans.:  From  Kansas  City  over 
Interstate  Highway  35  to  Emporia,  Kans., 
thence  over  U.S.  Highway  50  to  Elmdale, 
Kans.,  thence  over  Kansas  Highway  150 
to  junction  U.S.  Highway  56,  thence  over 
U.S.  Highway  56  to  Marlon,  and  return 
over  the  same  route,  as  an  alternate  route 
for  operating  convenience  only,  serving 
the  junction  of  U.S.  Highway  50  and  In¬ 
terstate  Highway  35,  the  junction  of  U.S. 
Highway  50  and  Kansas  Highway  150, 
and  the  junction  of  Kansas  Highway  150 
and  U.S.  Highway  56  for  purposes  of 
joinder  only;  (11)  Between  Kansas  City, 
Mo.  and  Wichita,  Kans.:  From  Kansas 
City  over  the  Kansas  TvuTipike  to  Wich¬ 
ita,  and  return  over  the  same  route,  as 
an  alternate  route  for  operating  conven¬ 
ience  only,  serving  the  jimction  of  the 
Kansas  Turnpike  and  U.S.  Highway  40, 
the  junction  of  the  Kansas  Turnpike  and 
U.S.  Highway  SO  and  the  junction  of  the 
Kansas  Turnpike  and  U.S.  Highway  77 
for  purposes  of  joinder  only;  (12)  Be¬ 
tween  Kansas  City,  Mo.  and  Wichita, 


Kans.:  From  Kansas  City  over  Inter¬ 
state  Highway  35  to  Wichita,  and  return 
over  the  same  route,  as  an  alternate  route 
for  operating  convenience  only,  serving 
the  junction  of  Interstate  Highway  35 
and  U.S.  Highway  50  near  Emporia,  the 
junction  of  Interstate  Highway  35  and 
Kansas  Highway  177,  and  the  junction  of 
U.S.  Highway  77  and  Interstate  High¬ 
way  35  for  purposes  of  joinder  only;  (13) 
Between  the  junction  of  U.S.  Highway  50 
and  Kansas  Highway  150  and  Wichita, 
Kans.:  From  the  junction  of  U.S.  High¬ 
way  50  and  Kansas  Highway  150,  over 
U.S.  Highway  50  to  junction  Interstate 
Highway  35  W,  thence  over  Interstate 
Highway  35  W  to  Wichita,  and  return 
over  the  same  route,  as  an  alternate  route 
for  operating  convenience  only,  serving 
the  junction  of  U.S.  Highway  50  and 
Kansas  Highway  150,  the  junction  of 
U.S.  Highway  50  and  U.S.  Highway  77, 
and  the  junction  of  U.S.  Highway  50 
and  Interstate  Highway  35  W  for  pur¬ 
poses  of  joinder  only: 

(14)  Between  Kansas  City,  Mo.  and  the 
junction  of  U.S.  Highway  36  and  Inter¬ 
state  Highway  35 ;  From  Kansas  City  over 
Interstate  Highway  35  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  36,  and  return  over  the  same 
route,  as  an  alternate  route  for  operat¬ 
ing  convenience  only,  serving  the  junc¬ 
tion  of  U.S.  Highway  36  and  Interstate 
Highway  35  for  purposes  of  joinder  only; 
and  (15)  Between  Kansas  City,  Mo.  and 
Springfield,  Mo. :  From  Kansas  CTity  over 
U.S.  Highway  71  to  junction  Missouri 
Highway  7,  thence  over  Missouri  High¬ 
way  7  to  jimction  Missouri  Highway  13, 
thence  over  Missouri  Highway  13  to 
Springfield,  and  return  over  the  same 
route,  as  an  alternate  route  for  operat¬ 
ing  convenience  only,  serving  no  inter¬ 
mediate  points. 

Note. — If  a  bearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Kansas  City, 
Mo. 

No.  MC  13900  (Sub-No.  26),  filed 
April  25,  1975.  Applicant:  MIDWEST 
HAULERS,  INC.,  228  Superior  Street, 
Toledo,  Ohio  43M4.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Harold  G.  Hemly,  118  North 
St.  Asaph  Street,  Alexandria,  Va.  22314. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  regular 
routes,  transporting:  General  commodi¬ 
ties  which  are  at  the  time  moving  on 
bills  of  lading  of  freight  forwarders,  as 
defined  in  Section  402(a)  of  the  Act,  (1) 
serving  Whippany,  N.J.,  as  an  off-route 
point  in  connection  with  its  regular  route 
between  Cincinnati,  Ohio  and  Newark, 
N.J.,  over  U.S.  Highway  22;  and  (2)  serv¬ 
ing  Wilmington,  Del.,  as  an  off-route 
point  in  connection  with  Its  regular  route 
between  Washington,  D.C.,  and  Bridge¬ 
port,  Conn.,  over  U.S.  Highway  1. 

Note. — Common  control  may  be  Involved.  If 
a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary,  the  applicant 
requests  it  be  held  at  Washington.  D.C. 

No.  MC  19251  (Sub-No.  11),  filed 
May  7,  1975.  Applicant:  HERBERT  M. 
ADAMS  doing  business  as  ADAMS  VAN 
&  STORAGE  CO..  99  Main  Street  Box 
538,  Caribou,  Maine  04736.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Herbert  M.  Adams  (same 
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address  as  i^plicant).  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Used  household  goods  as  defined  by 
(he  Commission,  between  points  In 
Maine. 

Note. — If  s  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
the  i4>pllcant  requests  It  be  held  at  Portland, 
Maine. 

No.  MC  22254  (Sub-No.  80),  filed 
May  1,  1975.  Applicant:  TRANS- 

AMERICAN  VAN  SERVICE,  INC.,  12301 
West  Freeway  Street,  P.O.  Box  12608, 
Fort  Worth,  Tex.  76116.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  John  C.  Bradley,  Suite  618 
Perpetual  Bldg.,  1111  E  Street,  NW., 
Washington,  D.C.  20004.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  Irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Sailboats,  from  the  facili¬ 
ties  and  plantsite  of  Snark  Products,  lo¬ 
cated  at  or  near  Virginia  Beach,  Va.,  to 
points  in  the  United  States  (except 
Alaska  and  Hawaii) . 

Note. — Common  control  may  be  involved. 
If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary,  the  ap¬ 
plicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Fort  Worth, 
Tex.,  or  Wa^ington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  29120  (Sub-No.  192),  filed 
March  20, 1975.  AppUcant:  ALL-AMERI¬ 
CAN,  INC.,  900  West  Delaware,  P.O.  Box 
769,  Sioux  F^Edls,  S.  Dak.  57101.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Ralph  H.  Jinks 
(same  address  as  applicant).  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Metal  castings,  from 
Sparta,  Mich.,  to  Aberdeen,  S.  Dak.; 
CThlcago,  HI.;  Milwaukee,  Wise.;  Day- 
ton  and  Moraine  City,  Ohio;  Indian¬ 
apolis,  Ind.,  and  St.  Louis  and  Man¬ 
chester,  Mo. 

Note. — Applicant  states  that  It  Intends  to 
tack  the  requested  authority  with  its  exist¬ 
ing  regular  route  authority  in:  (1)  Sub-No. 
156  at  Aberdeen,  S.  Dak.  to  serve  Bismarck, 
N.  Dak.  and  authorized  points  in  North  Da¬ 
kota;  (2)  in  Sub-No.  151  at  Spearhsb,  S. 
Dak.  to  serve  authorized  points  in  South 
Dakota.  (3)  in  Sub-No.  97  at  Chicago,  Dl. 
to  serve  points  in  lUinois  located  within  60 
miles  of  Crystal  Lake,  Ill.,  (4)  in  Sub-No. 
119  tacked  to  the  lead  certificate  Route  No. 
5,  at  Chicago,  Dl.  to  serve  points  in  Iowa, 
Nebraska,  and  South  Dakota:  (6)  in  Sub-No. 
143  tacked  to  the  lead  certificate  at  Milwau¬ 
kee,  Wls.  to  serve  Fairmont,  Minn,  for  Join¬ 
der  with  existing  regular  route  authority  to 
points  in  Minnesota  and  South  Dakota;  and 
(6)  in  Sub-No.  99  at  Indianapolis,  Ind.  to 
serve  Cincinnati,  Ohio  and  Louisville,  Ky.; 
and  with  authority  authorized  in  MC-F- 
12417  at  Moraine  and  Dayton,  Ohio  to  pro¬ 
vide  a  through  service  (1)  from  Sparta, 
Mich.,  to  points  in  Co<A  County,  Ill.  and  (2) 
from  ^arta,  Mich,  to  points  in  Fulton, 
Joseph,  Stark,  and  Pulaski  Coimties,  Ind. 
Conunon  contred  may  be  Involved.  If  a  hear¬ 
ing  is  deemed  necessary,  applicant  requests 
it  be  held  at  Chicago,  Dl. 

No.  MC  31389  (Sub-No.  197),  filed 
April  30,  1975.  Applicant:  MCTLEAN 
TRUCKING  COMPANY,  P.O.  Box  213, 
Winston-Sal«n,  N.C.  27102.  Applicant’s 
representative:  David  F.  Eshelman 
(same  address  as  applicant).  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  v^cle,  over  regular  routes, 
transporting:  General  commodities  (ex¬ 


cept  those  of  unusual  value.  Classes  A 
and  B  explosives,  household  goods  as  de¬ 
fined  by  the  Commission,  commodities  in 
bulk,  and  those  requiring  special  equip¬ 
ment),  serving  the  warehouse  and  dis¬ 
tribution  center  of  National  Geogrtqihic 
Society  located  at  m:  near  Gaithersburg, 
Md.,  as  an  off -route  point  in  conjunction 
with  aiH)licant’s  regular  route  operations 
to  and  fitxn  the  District  of  Columbia. 

Note. — Common  oontrc4  may  be  inv<4ved. 
If  a  bearing  is  denned  necessary,  the  iq>- 
plicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Washington, 
D.C. 

No.  MC  34227  (Sub-No.  12).  filed 
May  2.  1975.  AppUcant:  PACIFIC  IN¬ 
LAND  TRANSPORTATION  COMPANY, 
a  Corporation,  1695  Leggit  Drive,  Den¬ 
ver,  Colo.  80137.  Applicant’s  represent¬ 
ative:  Patrick  E.  Quinn,  605  S.  14th  St., 
P.O.  Box  82028,  Lincoln,  Nebr.  68501.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  cgierate  as  a  contract 
carrier,  by  motor  vdilcle,  over  Irregular 
routes,  transporting:  (1)  Suitcases,  tra¬ 
vel  bags,  brief  cases,  and  carrying  cases, 
from  Denver.  Colo.,  to  points  in  Alabama. 
Florida,  Mississippi,  North  Carolina,  and 
South  CaroUna;  and  (2)  materials  and 
supplies,  used  in  the  repair,  display  and 
distribution  of  the  commodities  named  in 
(1)  above,  from  Columbus,  Miss.,  to 
Denver,  Cblo.,  restricted  to  a  transpor¬ 
tation  service  to  be  performed,  under  a 
continuing  contract,  or  contracts,  with 
Samsonite  Corporation,  at  Denver,  CWo. 

Note. — ^If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Denver,  Colo. 

No.  MC  50069  (Sub-No.  501),  filed 
May  5.  1975.  AppUcant:  REFINERS 
TRANSPORT  &  TERMINAL  CORPORA¬ 
TION,  445  Earlwood  Avenue,  Oregon, 
Ohio  43616.  AppUcant’s  representative: 
J.  A.  Kundtz,  1100  National  City  Bank 
Bldg.,  (Cleveland.  Ohio  44114.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  Irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Crude  coal  tar,  in  bulk,  in 
tank  vehicles,  from  East  Chicago,  Ind., 
to  Granite  CTity,  HI. 

Note. — Common  control  may  be  Involved. 
If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary,  the  ap¬ 
plicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Washington, 
D.C. 

No.  MC  52657  (Sub-No.  725),  filed 
May  7.  1975.  AppUcant:  ARCO  AUTO 
CARRIERS.  INC.,  2140  West  79th  Street. 
Chicago,  ni.  60620.  AppUcant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  A.  J.  Bieberstein,  121  West 
Doty  Street,  Madison,  Wis.  53703.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  werate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Motor  trucks  and 
truck  chassis  and  parts  thereof  in  initial 
moves  in  truckaway  and  driveaway  serv¬ 
ice,  and  new  snow  plows  and  equipment 
thereof  when  moving  with  trucks  and 
truck  chassis,  from  l^iencer,  Wls.,  to 
points  in  the  United  States  (including 
Alaska,  but  excluding  Hawaii) . 

Note. — ^If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  either 
Chicago,  Ill.,  or  Madison,  Wls. 

No.  MC  52861  (Sub-No.  39),  filed 
March  5,  1975.  AppUcant:  WILIJ3 

TRUCEONG,  INC.,  5755  Granger  Road, 


Clevelandr  Ohio  44131.  AppUesmt’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Paul  F.  Beery,  Ninth  Floor,  8 
East  Broad  Street,  Coliunbus,  Ohio  43215. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  Irregular 
routes,  transix>rting:  Such  commodities 
as  are  usuaUy  transported  in  dump  ve¬ 
hicles.  between  ports  of  entry  on  the 
International  Boimdary  line  between  the 
United  States  and  Canada  located  in 
Michigan,  Ohio,  and  Pennsylvania,  on  the 
one  hancl,  and,  on  the  o^er,  points  in 
Indiana,  minois.  Kentucky,  Michigan, 
Ohio.  Pennsylvania,  and  West  Virginia, 
restricted  to  traffic  having  a  prior  or  sub¬ 
sequent  movement  by  water. 

Note. — It  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Columbus, 
Ohio. 

No.  MC  59662  (Sub-No.  2),  filed  May 
2.  1975.  AppUcant:  HENRY  VR(X)M  & 
SON,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  66.  Brighton  Sta¬ 
tion,  Detroit.  Mich.  48223.  Applicant’s 
representative:  WilUam  P.  SuUlvan,  1819 
H  St.  NW.,  Washington.  D.C.  20006.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  contract 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Such  merchandise 
as  is  dealt  in  by  wholesale,  retail,  and 
chain  grocery  and  food  business  houses, 
and  equipment,  materials  and  supplies 
used  in  conduct  of  such  business,  between 
Detroit,  Mich.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  points  in  Sandusky,  Allen, 
Wood,  WUliams,  Hancock,  Seneca,  De¬ 
fiance.  Ottawa,  Erie,  Fulton,  Lucas, 
CTuyahoga,  and  Franklin  Counties,  Ohio, 
and  points  in  AUen,  Kosciusko,  and 
Steuben  Coimtles,  Ind.,  under  a  continu¬ 
ing  contract  or  contracts  with  The  Great 
Atlantic  &  Pacific  Tea  Company,  at 
Montvale,  N.J. 

Note. — It  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  either  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.,  or  Detroit,  Mich. 

No.  MC  61825  (Sub-No.  63),  filed  May 
5. 1975.  AppUcant:  ROY  STONE  TRANS¬ 
FER  CORPORATION,  a  (Corporation, 
V.C.  Drive,  P.O.  Box  385,  CoUinsvUle,  Va. 
24078.  AppUcant’s  representative:  Joe 
(Clyde  Wil^n  (same  address  as  appli¬ 
cant)  .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
Irregular  routes,  transporting:  Fibrous 
glass  products  and  materials,  building 
wall  and  insulating  board  and  materials, 
plastic  products  and  materials,  mineral 
wool  products,  insulating  materials  and 
insulated  air  ducts  and  such  materials, 
supplies  and  equipment  used  in  the  pro¬ 
duction  distribution  .and  InstaUation  of 
such  commodities  (except  commodities  in 
bulk) ,  between  points  in  Clarke  County, 
Ga.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  Alabama,  Arkansas,  Kentucky, 
Louisiana,  Mississippi,  North  CaroUna, 
South  CaroUna,  Tennessee,  Virginia,  and 
West  Virginia. 

Note. — Common  control  may  be  Involved. 
If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary,  applicant 
requests  It  be  held  at  Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  64932  (Sub-No.  548),  filed 
April  7.  1975.  AppUcant:  RCXIERS 
CARTAGE  (CO.,  10735  South  (Cicero  Ave., 
Oak  Lawn,  Bl.  60603.  AppUcant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Carl  L.  Steiner,  39  South  La 
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Salle  Street,  Chicago,  HI.  60603.  Author¬ 
ity  sought  to  operate  as  a  common  car¬ 
rier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Liquid  chemicals, 
in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  (1)  from  Jack¬ 
sonville,  Ark.,  to  points  in  Michigan,  New 
Jersey,  Pennsylvania,  West  Virginia,  and 
Wisconsin;  and  (2)  from  points  in  Illi¬ 
nois,  Kentucky,  Louisiana,  Michigan, 
New  Jersey,  Pennsylvania,  Texas,  and 
West  Virginia  to  points  in  Jacksonville, 
Ark. 

Note. — If  a  bearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Chicago, 
Ill. 

No.  MC  83539  (Sub-No.  407),  filed 
May  5,  1975.  Applicant:  C  &  H  TRANS¬ 
PORTATION  CO.,  INC.,  1936-2010  West 
Commerce  Street,  P.O.  Box  5976,  Dallas, 
Tex.  75222,  Applicant’s  representative: 
Thomas  E.  James  (same  address  as  ap¬ 
plicant)  .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Trailers, 
In  truckaway  or  tow-away  service,  from 
the  plantslte  and  warehouse  facilities 
of  CMI  Corp.  located  at  Oklahoma  City, 
Okla.,  to  poipts  in  the  United  States  in¬ 
cluding  Alaska,  but  excluding  Hawaii 
and  Oklahoma. 

Note. — Common  control  may  be  Involved. 
If  a  bearing  Is  deemed  necessary,  the  appli¬ 
cant  requests  it  be  held  at  Oklahoma  City, 
Okla. 

No.  MC  102567  (Sub-No.  186),  filed 
April  17,  1975,  Applicant:  McNAIR 
TRANSPORT,  INC.,  4295  Meadow  Lane, 
P.O.  Drawer  5357,  Bossier  City,  La.  71010. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Jo  E.  Shaw, 
816  Houston  First  Savings  Bldg.,  711 
Fannin  St.,  Houston,  Tex.  77002.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Petroleum  and 
petroleum  products,  in  bulk,  in  tank 
vehicles,  from  the  facilities  of  Texaco, 
Inc.,  in  Jefferson  County,  Tex.,  to  points 
in  Alabama,  Arkansas,  Florida,  Georgia, 
Louisiana,  Mississippi,  North  Carolina, 
Oklahoma,  South  Carolina,  and  Ten¬ 
nessee. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  either  Hous¬ 
ton  or  Dallas,  Tex. 

No.  MC  106497  (Sub-NO.  116),  filed 
May  2,  1975.  Applicant:  PARKHILL 
TRUCK  COMPANY,  P.O.  Box  912,  Jop¬ 
lin,  Mo.  64801.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  A.  N.  Jacobs,  P.O.  Box  113,  Joplin, 
Mo.  64801.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  Zinc 
and  zinc  products,  and  materials  and 
supplies  used  in  the  manufacture  and 
disMbutlon  of  zinc  and  zinc  products 
(except  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles),  be¬ 
tween  the  plantsite  and  storage  facilities 
of  American  Smelting  and  Refining  Co., 
Inc.,  located  at  Corpus  Christ!,  Tex.,  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points 
in  the  United  States  (except  Alaska, 
Hawaii  and  Texas) . 

Note. — Common  control  may  be  Involved. 
If  a  bearing  Is  deemed  necessary,  the  appU- 
oant  requests  it  be  held  at  Dallas  or  Houston, 
Tex, 


No.  MC  106497  (Sub-No.  117),  filed 
May  2,  1975.  Applicant:  PARKHILL 
TRUCK  CXJMPANY,  a  Corporation,  Post 
Office  Box  912,  Bus.  Rte.  1-44  East,  Jop¬ 
lin,  Mo.  64801.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  A.  N.  Jacobs,  Post  OfiBce  Box  113, 
Joplin,  Mo.  64801.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Refined  copper,  and  materials  and 
supplies  used  in  the  manufacture  and 
distribution  of  refined  copper  (except  in 
bulk,  in  tank  vehicles),  between  the 
plantsite  and  storage  facilities  of  Ameri¬ 
can  Smelting  and  Refining  Co.,  Inc.,  at  or 
near  Amarillo,  Tex.,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  the  United 
States  (except  Alaska  and  Hawaii) . 

Note. — Common  control  may  be  Involved. 
If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary,  applicant 
requests  it  be  held  at  Dallas  or  Houston,  Tex. 

No.  MC  106644  (Sub-No.  210),  filed 
May  2,  1975.  Applicant:  SUPERIOR 
TRUCKING  COMPANY,  INC.,  P.O.  BOX 
916,  Atlanta,  Ga.  *  30301.  Applicant’s 
representative:  W.  Ranjdall  "lYe,  1500 
Candler  Bldg.,  Atlanta,  Ga.  30303.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting'.  Tractors  (except 
truck  tractors)  and  parts,  implements, 
attachments,  accessories  and  supplies 
therefor,  when  moving  incidentally 
thereto  as  a  part  of  the  same  shipment 
(except  commodities  which  because  of 
their  size  or  weight  require  the  use  of 
special  equipment  or  handling),  from 
Norfolk,  Va.,  to  points  in  Arkansas, 
North  Carolina,  South  Carolina,  Florida, 
Georgia,  Tennessee,  Alabama,  Louisiana, 
Texas,  and  Mississippi,  restricted  to 
the  transportation  or  traffic  originating 
at  and  destined  to  the  destination 
states  above. 

Note. — If  a  bearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  either 
Washington,  D.C.,  or  Atlanta.  Oa. 

No.  MC  107012  (Sub-No.  218),  filed 
May  2,  1975.  Applicant:  NOR’TH 

AMERICAN  VAN  LINES.  INC.,  P.O. 
Box  988,  Lincoln  Highway  fc  Meyer 
Road,  Port  Wayne,  Ind.  46801.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Terry  G.  Pewell 
(same  address  as  applicant).  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  New  furniture,  cartoned  or 
crated,  from  point  in  California,  to 
points  in  the  United  States  (except 
Alaska,  Hawaii,  Nebraska.  Connecticut, 
Delaware,  Maine,  Massachusetts,  Mary¬ 
land,  New  Hampshire,  New  Jersey, 
New  York,  Pennsylvania,  Rhode  Island, 
Missouri.  Vermont,  West  Virginia, 
Illinois,  Indiana,  Michigan,  Ohio,  Wis¬ 
consin,  and  the  District  of  Columbia) . 

Note. — Clommon  control  and  dual  opera¬ 
tions  may  be  Involved.  If  a  hearing  Is  deemed 
necessary,  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at 
either  San  Francisco,  or  San  Diego,  Calif. 

No.  MC  107295  (Sub-No.  764),  filed 
May  1,  1975.  Applicant:  PRE-PAB 
TRANSIT  CO.,  a  Corporation,  100  South 
Main  Street,  Parmer  City,  HI.  61842. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Mack 

Stephenson  (same  address  as  appli¬ 


cant)  .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Modular 
mausoleum  crypt  systems,  from  Balti¬ 
more,  Md.,  to  points  in  Pennsylvania, 
New  York,  Vermont,  New  Hampshire, 
Maine,  Massachusetts,  Connecticut, 
Rhode  Island,  New  Jersey,  Delaware, 
Virginia,  West  Virginia,  Ohio,  North 
Carolina.  South  Carolina,  Georgia, 
Florida  and  the  District  of  Columbia. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Chicago, 
Ill. 

No.  MC  107295  (Sub-No.  765),  filed 
May  1,  1975.  Applicant:  PRE-PAB 

TRANSIT  CO.,  a  Corporation,  100  South 
Main  Street,  Parmer  City,  HI.  61842. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Mack 

Stephenson  (same  address  as  appli¬ 
cant)  .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Concrete 
and  masonry  curing,  waterproofing, 
conditioning,  cleaning,  bonding,  and  re¬ 
leasing  compounds  (except  commodities 
in  bulk),  from  Kansas  City,  Mo.,  to 
points  in  the  United  States  (except 
Alaska  and  Hawaii) . 

Note. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Kansas  City, 
Mo. 

No.  MC  107295  (Sub-No.  766),  filed 
May  1.  1975.  Applicant:  PRE-FAB 

TRANSIT  CO.,  a  Corporation,  100  South 
Main  Street,  Farmer  City,  Ill.  61842.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  Mack  Stephen¬ 
son  (same  address  as  applicant) .  Authm*- 
ity  sought  to  operate  as  a  common  car¬ 
rier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Asbestos  building 
panels,  shingles,  and  siding,  from  Man- 
ville,  N.J.,  to  points  in  Hllnois,  Iowa  and 
Nebraska. 

Note. — ^If  a  bearing  is  deemed  necessary 
applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Washington. 
D.C.  or  Chicago,  Ill. 

No.  MC  107496  (Sub-No.  997),  Ailed 
AprU  4,  1975.  AppUcant:  RUAN  TRANS¬ 
PORT  (XIRPORATION,  3rd  &  Keosauqua 
Way,  Des  Moines,  Iowa  50309.  Applicant’s 
representative:  E.  Check  (same  address 
as  applicant).  Authority  sought  to  op¬ 
erate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
(1)  Liquid  fertilizer,  in  bulk,  from  Kell. 
HI.,  to  points  in  Missouri;  (2)  dry  chemi¬ 
cals  (except  petroleiun  products),  in 
bulk,  from  the  plantsite  of  Sherwin- 
Williams,  at  or  near  Coffeyville,  Kans., 
to  points  in  Alabama,  Florida,  Georgia, 
Illinois,  Indiana,  Iowa,  Louisiana,  Michi¬ 
gan,  Mississippi,  Missouri,  Nebraska.  New 
York,  New  Jersey,  North  Carolina,  Ohio, 
Oklahoma,  Pennsylvania,  South  Caro¬ 
lina,  Tennessee,  and  Texas;  (3)  chemi¬ 
cals.  in  bulk,  from  Kingsbury,  Ind.,  to 
points  in  Illinois,  Indiana,  Iowa,  Michi¬ 
gan,  Wisconsin,  Ohio,  and  Kentucky; 
(4)  anhydrous  ammonia,  in  bulk,  from 
Kingsbury,  Ind.,  to  points  in  New  York, 
and  Connecticut,  (5)  carmel  coloring, 
burnt  sugar  in  bulk,  from  Clinton,  Iowa 
(except  from  plantsite  of  Clinton  Com 
Products) ,  to  points  in  Illinois,  Wiscon¬ 
sin,  Georgia,  Maryland,  Alabama  and 
New  Jersey;  and  (6)  chemicals,  in  bulk. 
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between  points  In  Marinette  City,  Wls.. 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points 
in  nUnois  (except  Chicago  and  E.  St. 
Louis) .  and  points  in  Ohio  and  Michigan 
« except  Pemdale) . 

Note. — Common  control  may  be  Involved. 
If  a  bearing  is  deemed  necessary,  applicant 
requests  it  be  held  at  Chicago,  HI.,  or  Omaha, 
Nebr. 

No.  MC  107515  (Sub-No.  980).  filed 
April  29.  1975.  Applicant:  REFRIG¬ 
ERATED  TRANSPORT  (X)..  INC.,  Post 
Ofl&ce  Box  308,  Forest  Park,  Ga.  30050. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Alan  E.  Serby, 
3379  Peachtree  Road,  NE.,  Suite  375,  At¬ 
lanta,  Ga.  30326.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  (1)  Meat,  meat  products,  meat  by¬ 
products,  articles  distributed  by  meat 
packing  plants,  and  foodstuffs  (except 
hides  and  commodities  in  bulk),  from 
the  plant  site  and  warehouse  facilities 
utilized  by  Geo.  A.  Hormel  &  Co.,  at  or 
near  Ottumwa,  Iowa,  to  points  in  Ala¬ 
bama,  Arkansas,  Florida,  Georgia,  Lou¬ 
isiana,  Mississippi,  North  Carolina, 
South  Carolina  and  Tennessee,  restricted 
to  trafiBc  originating  at  the  above  named 
origin  and  destined  to  the  above  named 
states;  and  (2)  meat,  meat  products, 
meat  by-products,  articles  distributed  by 
meat  packing  plants,  foodstuffs,  packing 
plant  materials,  equipment  and  supplies 
(except  hides  and  commodities  in  bulk), 
from  points  in  Alabama,  Arkansas. 
Florida,  Georgia,  Louisiana,  Mississippi, 
North  Carolina,  South  Carolina  and  Ten¬ 
nessee,  to  the  plant  site  and  warehouse 
facilities  utilized  by  Geo.  A.  Hormel  & 
Co.,  at  or  near  Ottumwa,  Iowa,  restricted 
to  traffic  originating  at  the  above  named 
states  and  destined  to  the  above  named 
destination. 

Note. — Common  control  and  dual  opera¬ 
tions  may  be  Involved.  If  a  hearing  Is 
deemed  neceseary,  ai^llcant  requests  It  be 
held  at  St.  Paul,  Minn. 

No.  MC  107515  (Sub-No.  981),  filed 
April  29,  1975.  Applicant:  REFRIG¬ 
ERATED  TRANSPORT  CX)..  INC.,  P.O. 
Box  308,  Forest  Park,  Ga.  30050.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Alan  E.  Serby, 
3379  Peachtree  Rd.  NE.,  Suite  375,  At¬ 
lanta,  Ga.  30326.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  (I)  (a)  Meats,  meat  products,  meat 
by-products,  dairy  products,  and  arti¬ 
cles  distributed  by  meat  packinghouses 
as  described  in  Sections  A,  B,  and  C  of 
Appendix  I  to  the  report  in  Descriptions 
in  Motor  Carrier  Certificates,  61  M.C.C. 
209  and  766  (except  hides  and  commodi¬ 
ties  in  bulk) ;  and  (b)  foodstuffs  when 
moving  with  the  commodities  described 
in  (a)  above,  from  the  plant  site  and 
storage  facilities  of  Oscar  Mayer  &  Co. 
at  or  near  Sherman,  Tex.,  to  points  in 
Alabama,  Connecticut,  Delaware, 
District  of  Columbift,  Florida.  Georgia. 
Kentucky,  Maine,  Maryland,  Massa¬ 
chusetts,  Mississippi,  New  Hampshire, 
New  Jersey,  New  York,  North  Carolina, 
Pennsylvania,  Rhode  Island,  South  Car¬ 
olina,  Tennessee,  Vermont,  Virginia, 
and  West  Virginia,  restricted  to  traffic 


originating  at  the  above  origin  and 
destined  to  above  named  destinations; 
(ID  Commodities  as  described  In  (1) 
(a)  and  (b)  above  and  materials,  equip¬ 
ment  and  supplies  used  in  manufacture, 
sale  or  distribution  of  commodities  in 
(1)  (a)  and  (b)  above,  between  the 
plant  site  and  storage  facilities  of  Oscar 
Mayer  &  Co.,  at  or  near  Sherman,  Tex., 
and  points  in  Illinois,  Iowa  and  Wiscon¬ 
sin,  in  nonradial  movements,  restricted 
to  traffic  originating  at  or  destined  to  the 
plant  site  and  storage' facilities  of  Oscar 
Mayer  &  Co.,  at  or  near  Sherman,  Tex. 

Note. — ^Applicant  holds  motor  contract 
carrier  authority  in  MC  126436  and  oubs 
thereunder,  therefore  dual  operations  may 
be  Involved.  If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  neces¬ 
sary  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  either 
Dallas,  Tex.,  or  Chicago,  Ill. 

No.  MC  107839  (Sub-No.  161),  filed 
May  1,  1975.  Applicant:  DENVER- 
ALBUQUERQUE  MOTOR  TRANS¬ 
PORT,  me..  2121  East  67th  Avenue, 
Denver,  Colo.  80216.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Edward  T.  Lyons,  Jr.,  Suite 
1600  Lincoln  Center  Building,  1660  Lin¬ 
coln  Street,  Denver,  Colo.  80203.  Author¬ 
ity  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Meats,  meat  prod¬ 
ucts,  meat  by-products,  and  articles 
distributed  by  meat  packinghouses,  as 
described  in  Sections  A  and  C  of  Appen¬ 
dix  I  to  the  report  in  Descriptions  in 
Motor  Carrier  Certificates,  61  M.C.C. 
209  and  766  (except  hides  and  commod¬ 
ities  in  bulk),  from  the  plantsite  and 
warehouse  facilities  of  Glover  Packing 
Co.,  located  at  or  near  Roswell,  N.  Mex., 
to  points  in  the  United  States  (except 
Alaska  and  Hawaii). 

Note. — ^If  a  bearing  la  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  the 
same  time  and  on  a  consolidated  record  with 
Curtis,  Inc.,  In  MC  118678  (8ub-No.  676)  at 
Denver,  Colo. 

No.  MC  108835  (Sub-No.  32).  filed 
May  2.  1975.  AppUcant:  HYMAN 

FREIGHTWAYS,  mc.,  3030  Harbor 
Lane,  Plymouth,  Minn.  55427.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Rodney  L.  Trocke, 
2690  North  Prior  Ave.,  Roseville,  Minn. 
55113.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
regular  routes,  transporting:  General 
commodities  (except  those  of  unusual 
value.  Classes  A  and  B  explosives,  house¬ 
hold  goods  as  defined  by  the  Commis¬ 
sion,  commodities  in  bulk,  and  those 
requiring  special  equipment) ,  serving 
the  plantsite  and  warehouse  facilities  of 
Tennant  Company  at  or  near  Maple 
Grove,  Minn,  as  an  off -route  point  in 
connection  with  applicant’s  authorized 
regular  route  operations  to  and  from 
Minneapolis,  Minn. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessiu-y, 
applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Minneiqwlls, 
Minn. 

No.  MC  110988  (Sub-No.  322),  filed 
May  5,  1975.  Applicant:  SCHNEIDER 
TANK  UNES,  mC.,  200  West  Cecil 
Street,  Neenah,  Wis.  54956.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Neil  A.  DuJardln,  P.O. 
Box  2298,  Green  Bay.  Wis.  54306.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 


carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Chemicals,  in  bulk, 
from  the  plsmt  and  warehouse  facilities 
of  Economics  Laboratory,  Inc.,  located  at 
Joliet.  HI.,  to  points  in  the  United  States 
(except  Alaska  and  Hawaii) . 

Note. — ^If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Chicago, 
Ill. 

No.  MC  111434  (Sub-No.  89).  filed 
April  28.  1975.  Applicant:  DON  WARD. 
INC.,  241  West  56th  Avenue,  Denver, 
Colo.  80216.  Applicant’s  representative: 
J.  Albert  Sebald,  1700  Western  Federal 
Savings  Building,  Denver,  Colo.  80202. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  Cement, 
from  Boettcher,  Colo.,  to  points  in  Kan¬ 
sas  and  Nebraska. 

Note. — Common  control  may  be  Involved. 
If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary,  applicant 
requests  It  be  held  at  Denver,  Colo. 

No.  MC  111717  (Sub-No.  27),  filed 
April  28,  1975.  Applicant:  TRACTOR 
TRANSPORT,  INC.,  535  South  84th 
Street.  Milwaukee,  Wls.  53214.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Frank  M.  Coyne, 
25  West  Main  Street,  Madison,  Wise. 
53703.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Tractors 
(except  truck  tractors),  and  parts,  im¬ 
plements,  attachments,  accessories  and 
supplies  therefor,  when  moving  incident¬ 
ally  thereto,  as  part  of  the  same  ship¬ 
ment,  from  Norfolk,  Va.,  to  points  in 
North  Dakota,  South  Dakota,  Nebraska, 
Kansas,  Oklahoma,  Arkansas,  Missouri, 
Iowa,  Minnesota,  Wisconsin,  Illinois, 
Tennessee.  Kentucky,  Indiana,  Michigan. 
Ohio,  Pennsylvania,  Maryland,  West  Vir¬ 
ginia,  Delaware,  Virginia,  and  North 
Carolina,  under  a  contract  with  Allis - 
Chalmers  Manufacturing  Company. 

Note. — ^If  a  bearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  It  be  heid  at  Madison, 
Wis.,  or  Chicago,  Ill. 

No.  MC  111729  (Sub-No.  537),  filed 
April  29,  1975.  AppUcant:  PUROLATOR 
COURIER  CORP.,  2  Nevada  Drive,  Lake 
Success.  N.Y.  11040.  AppUcant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  RusseU  S.  Bernhard,  1625  K 
Street  NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20006.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Computer  termi¬ 
nals,  and  rei^r  and  replacement  parts 
for  computer  terminals,  between  Ann  Ar¬ 
bor.  Mich.,  (m  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  Wilmington,  Del.;  Bowling  Green, 
Lexington,  Louisville,  and  Paducah,  Ky. ; 
Charlotte,  Durham,  Greensboro.  Raleigh 
and  Winston-Salem,  N.C.;  Pittsburgh, 
Pa.;  and  Sioux  Falls.  S.  Dak.;  and  points 
in  Alabama,  Connecticut,  Florida,  Geor¬ 
gia,  Illinois.  Indiana,  Iowa,  Maryland, 
Massachusetts,  Minnesota,  Mississippi, 
Missomd,  New  Jersey,  New  York,  Ohio, 
Rhode  Island,  Tennessee,  Virginia,  West 
Virginia,  Wisconsin  and  the  District  of 
CTolumbla. 

Note. — Common  control  and  dual  opera¬ 
tions  naay  be  Involved.  If  a  heating  Is  deemed 
necessary,  applicant  requests  H  be  held  at 
Washington,  D.C.;  Indianapolis,  Ind.;  or  Cin¬ 
cinnati,  Ohio. 
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No.  MC  111729  (Sub-No.  540),  filed 
May  2,  1975.  Applicant:  PUROLATOR 
COURIER  (X)RP.,  2  Nevada  Drive,  Lake 
Success,  N.Y.  11040.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Russell  S.  Bernhard,  1625  K 
Street  NW.,  Washington.  D.C.  20006.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Cardiac  pacemak¬ 
ers  and  accessories  for  cardiac  pacemak¬ 
ers,  and  business  papers,  records,  audit 
and  accounting  media  of  all  kinds,  and 
advertising  literature:  (1)  between  At¬ 
lanta,  Oa.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  points  in  Alabama,  Arkansas,  Flor¬ 
ida,  Louisiana,  Mississippi,  North  Caro¬ 
lina.  Oklahoma,  South  Carolina,  Ten¬ 
nessee,  and  Texas:  (2)  between  points  in 
Minnesota;  (3)  between  points  in  Texas; 
and  (4)  between  points  in  Oklahoma,  re¬ 
stricted  in  (2) ,  (3)  and  (4)  above  to  traf¬ 
fic  having  an  immediately  prior  or  sub¬ 
sequent  movement  by  air. 

Note. — Common  control  and  dual  opera¬ 
tions  may  be  Involved.  If  a  hearing  is  deemed 
necessary,  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at 
Atlanta,  Oa.  or  Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  112241  (Sub-No.  4).  filed 
April  28.  1975.  Applicant:  HUSSEY’S 
MOVING  &  STORAGE,  INC.,  1720 
Broadway,  Vallejo,  Calif.  94590.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Daniel  W.  Baker, 
100  Pine  Street,  Suite  2550,  San  Fran¬ 
cisco,  Calif.  94104.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Used  household  goods,  between 
points  in  San  Mateo,  Santa  Clara,  Stan¬ 
islaus,  Santa  Cruz,  Sutter,  Yuba,  Neva¬ 
da,  Colusa,  Placer,  Butte,  Mendocino, 
Glenn,  El  Dorado,  Amador,  Calaveras, 
San  Francisco,  Alameda,  Contra  Costa, 
Marin,  Sonoma,  Lake,  Napa,  Solano, 
Yolo,  Sacramento,  San  Joaquin,  Hum¬ 
boldt,  Del  Norte,  Trinity,  Siskiyou,  Shas¬ 
ta,  Tehama,  Modoc,  Lassen,  Plumas,  and 
Sierra  Counties,  Calif.,  restricted  to  the 
transportation  of  traffic  having  a  prior 
or  subsequent  movement,  in  containers, 
beyond  the  points  authorized,  and  fur¬ 
ther  restricted  to  the  performance  of 
pickup  and  delivery  service  in  connection 
with  packing,  crating,  and  containeriza¬ 
tion  or  impacking,  uncrating,  and  decon¬ 
tainerization  of  such  traffic. 

Note. — Common  control  may  be  involved. 
It  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary,  {q>pllcant 
requests  it  be  held  at  San  Francisco,  Calif. 

No.  MC  112520  (Sub-No.  306),  filed 
April  28.  1975.  Applicant:  MCKENZIE 
TANK  LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  1200,  Tal¬ 
lahassee,  Fla.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Thomas  F.  Panebianco  (same  address  as 
applicant).  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  Clay, 
and  processed  clay,  in  bulk.  In  tank  vehi¬ 
cles,  from  points  in  Decatur  County,  Ga., 
to  points  in  Virginia. 

Note. — Common  control  may  be  involved. 
If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  applicant 
requests  tt  be  held  at  Tallahassee,  Fla.;  mr 
Balnbrldge,  or  Atlanta,  Oft. 

No.  MC  112713  (Sub-No.  180),  filed 
May  5,  1975.  AppUcant:  YELLOW 

FREIGHT  SYSTEM,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  7270, 


Shawnee  Mission,  Kans.  66207.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  David  B.  Schneider 
(same  address  as  applicant).  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  regular  routes, 
transporting:  General  commodities  (ex¬ 
cept  those  of  unusual  value.  Classes  A 
and  B  explosives,  household  goods  as  de¬ 
fined  by  the  Commission,  commodities  in 
bulk,  and  those  requiring  the  use  of  spe¬ 
cial  equipment),  serving  the  site  of  the 
Western  Electric  Company  located  in 
Elma  Township,  Erie  County,  N.Y„  in 
connection  with  carrier’s  regular  route 
operations  to  and  from  Buffalo,  N.Y. 

Note. — Commou  control  may  be  Involved. 
If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  the  appli¬ 
cant  requests  It  be  held  at  ^uflalo,  N.Y. 

No.  MC  113271  (Sub-No.  35),  filed 
April  29,  1975.  Applicant:  CHEMICAL 
TRANSPORT,  a  Corp>oration,  1627  Third 
Street  Northwest,  Great  Falls,  Mont. 
59404.  Applicant’s  representative:  Ray  F. 
Koby,  314  Montana  Building,  Great  F^ls, 
Mont.  59403.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  Coal. 
in  bulk,  between  points  in  Wyoming. 

Note:  Common  control  may  be  Involved. 
If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  applicant 
requests  It  be  held  at  any  city  In  Montana  or 
Wyoming. 

No.  MC  113459  (Sub-No.  98),  filed 
May  1,  1975.  Applicant:  H.  J.  JEFFRIES 
TRUCK  LINE,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  94850,  Ok¬ 
lahoma  City,  Okla.  73109.  Applicant’s 
representative:  James  W.  Hightower,  136 
Wynnewood  Professional  Building,  Dal¬ 
las,  Tex.  75224.  Authority  sought  to  op¬ 
erate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 

(1)  Metal  tubing  and  pipe,  plain  or  fab¬ 
ricated,  other  than  oilfield;  and  (2) 
materials  and  supplies  used  in,  or  in  con¬ 
nection  with,  the  manufacture,  fabricat¬ 
ing  or  distribution  of  commodities  in  (1) 
above,  between  Mannford  and  Sand 
Springs,  Okla.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  points  in  Alabama,  Arkansas, 
Colorado,  Georgia,  Indiana,  Illinois, 
Kansas,  Kentucky,  Louisiana,  Michigan, 
Mississippi,  Missouri,  Montana,  New 
Mexico,  Ohio,  Pennsylvania,  Texas,  Utah, 
Wisconsin,  and  Wyoming,  restricted  to 
shipments  originating  at  or  destined  to 
the  facilities  of  Southwest  Tube  Manu¬ 
facturing  Company  located  at  Mannford 
and  Sand  Springs,  Okla. 

Note. — It  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  the  same 
time  and  on  a  consolidated  record  with  D.  Q. 
Wise  &  Co.,  Inc.  at  Tulsa,  Okla.,  or  Oklahoma 
City,  Okla. 

No.  MC  113495  (Sub-No.  70),  filed 
AprU  28,  1975.  Applicant:  GREGORY 
HEAVY  HAULERS,  INC.,  51  Oldham 
Street,  P.O.  Box  60628,  Nashville,  Tenn. 
37206.  Applicant’s  representative:  WU- 
mer  B.  Hill,  805  McLachlen  Bank  Bldg., 
666  11th  St.  NW.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20001.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
Irregular  routes,  transporting:  Iron  and 
steel  articles,  from  points  in  Cheatham 
County,  Tenn.,  to  points  in  the  United 
States  (except  Alaska  and  Hawaii). 


Note. — Common  control  may  be  involved. 

If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  applicant 
requests  it  be  held  at  NashviUe,  Tenn.,  or 
Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  113678  (Sub-No.  588),  filed 
April  28,  1975.  Applicant:  CURTIS,  , 
INC.,  4810  Pontiac  Street,  Commerce  City 
(Denver),  Colo.  80022.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Richard  A.  Peterson,  P.O. 
Box  81849,  Lincoln,  Nebr.  68501.  Author¬ 
ity  sought  to  operate  as  a  common  car¬ 
rier.  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  (1)  Carpet,  (a) 
from  Hillsboro,  Tex.,  to  points  in  Cali¬ 
fornia,  Arizona,  New  Mexico,  Colorado, 
Utah,  and  Wyoming;  (b)  from  Morgan- 
field,  Ky.,  to  points  in  Tennessee,  Flor¬ 
ida,  Illinois,  and  Indiana;  (c)  from 
Dallas,  Tex.,  to  points  in  Colorado,  Utah, 
Wyoming,  Kansas,  and  New  Mexico;  and 

(2)  yarn,  from  points  in  Georgia,  to 
Morganfield,  Ky.,  and  Hillsboro,  Tex. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
apppllcant  requests  It  be  held  at  Dallas, 
Tex. 

No.  MC  113855  (Sub-No.  317),  filed 
May  5,  1975.  Applicant:  INTERNA¬ 
TIONAL  TRANSPORT,  INC.,  2450  Mar¬ 
ion  Road  SE.,  Rochestser,  Minn.  55901. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Alan  Foss, 
502  First  National  Bank  Bldg.,  Fargo, 
N.  Dak.  58102.  Authority  sought  to  op¬ 
erate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  (1)  Self-propelled  draglines,  shovels 
and  drills,  and  accessories,  attachments, 
and  parts,  for  self-propelled  draglines, 
shovels,  and  drills;  and  (2)  material, 
equipment  and  supplies,  used  or  useful 
in  the  manufacture,  sale,  and  distribu¬ 
tion  of  the  commodities  in  (1)  above, 
between  points  in  the  United  States  in¬ 
cluding  Alaska,  but  excluding  Hawaii, 
restricted  to  shipments  originating  at  or 
destined  to  the  plants,  warehouses,  stor¬ 
age  and  other  facilities  owned,  operated 
or  used  by  Marion  Power  Shovel  Co., 
Inc. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Chicago, 
ni. 

No.  MC  113908  (Sub-No.  340).  filed 
April  28,  1975.  AppUcant:  ERICKSON 
TRANSPORT  CORPORATION,  a  Cor¬ 
poration,  2105  East  Dale  Street,  P.O. 
Box  3180  G.S.S.,  Springfield,  Mo.  65804. 
AppUcant’s  representative:  B.  B.  White- 
head  (same  address  as  applicant).  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  (1)  Rum,  dis¬ 
tilled  spirits,  wine  and  wine  products. 

In  bulk,  from  Roberta,  Ga.,  to  Owens¬ 
boro,  Ky.,  (2)  tJDine  and  wine  products, 
in  bulk,  from  Atlanta.  Ga.,  to  Philadel¬ 
phia,  Pa.,  and  New  Brunswick,  N.J.;  and 

(3)  wine,  in  bulk,  from  Chicago,  HI.,  to 
Roberta,  Ga. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  either  Kan¬ 
sas  City,  Mo.,.  Chicago,  HI.,  or  Washington, 
D.C. 

No.  MC  114457  (Sub-No.  232),  filed 
April  30,  1975.  AppUcant:  DART  TRAN¬ 
SIT  COMPANY,  a  Corporation,  780 
North  Prior  Avenue,  St.  Paul,  Minn. 
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55104.  Applicant’s  representative:  James 

C.  Hardman,  Suite  2108,  33  North  La¬ 
Salle  St.,  Chicago,  HI.  60602.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Containers,  from  Omaha, 
Nebr.,  to  points  in  Iowa,  Minnesota,  Mis¬ 
souri,  Colorado,  Kansas,  Kentucky,  Indi¬ 
ana,  Wyoming,  Wisconsin  and  Illinois. 

Note. — If  a  bearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
the  i^>pllcant  requests  it  be  held  at  St.  Paul, 
Minn,  or  Cleveland,  Ohio. 

No.  MC  114457  (Sub-No.  234),  filed 
May  5,  1975.  Applicant:  DART  TRAN¬ 
SIT  COMPANY,  780  North  Prior  Ave¬ 
nue,  St.  Paul,  Minn.  55104.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Michael  P.  Zell  (same 
address  as  applicant).  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Lead  and  lead  alloys  (except  com¬ 
modities  which  because  of  size  and  weight 
require  the  use  of  special  equipment), 
from  Glover,  Mo.,  to  points  in  the  United 
States  (except  Alaska  and  Hawaii) . 

Note. — If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  either 
Mlnneapolis-St.  Paul,  Minn.,  or  St.  Louis, 
Mo. 

No.  MC  115268  (Sub-No.  12),  filed 
April  29,  1975,  Applicant:  DAYTON 
TRANSPORT  CORPORATION,  P.O.  Box 
338,  Dayton,  Va.  22821.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Francis  J.  Ortman,  1100 
17th  Street  NW.,  Suite  613,  Washington, 

D. C.  20036.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
ovw  Irregular  routes,  transporting : 
Petroleum  products  (except  petrochemi¬ 
cals),  in  bulk,  from  MonWale  Terminal, 
Montvale,  Va.;  Richmond,  Va.;  and 
points  in  Roanoke  County,  Va.,  to  points 
in  Virginia  west  of  U.S.  Highway  21. 

Note. — Applicant  states  that  It  presently 
holds  the  above  authority  in  a  state-issued 
certificate,  and  that  the  purpose  of  the  In¬ 
stant  application  is  to  allow  applicant  to 
traverse  West  Virginia  for  operating  con¬ 
venience  only.  Common  control  may  be  in¬ 
volved.  If  a  bearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Washington, 
D.C. 

No.  MC  116174  (Sub-No.  2),  filed 
May  2,  1975.  Applicant:  FINIS  CHAFEN, 
doing  business  as  CHAFEN  BODY 
WORKS,  1015  South  10th,  St.  Joseph, 
Mo.  64503.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Tom  B.  Kretsinger,  Suite  910  Fairfax 
Bldg.,  101  West  Eleventh  Street,  Kansas 
City,  Mo.  64105.  Authority  sought  to  op¬ 
erate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Wrecked,  damaged,  disabled,  re¬ 
possessed  or  abandoned  motor  vehicles 
and  trailers  and  replacement  motor  vehi¬ 
cles  and  trailers,  transported  on  tow  or 
wrecking  equipment,  between  St.  Joseph 
and  Faucett,  Mo.,  and  their  Commercial 
Zones,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  ottier, 
points  In  the  United  States  (except 
Alaska  and  Hawaii) . 

Non. — ^Xf  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Kansas 
City.  Mo. 

No.  MC  116967  (Sub-No.  20),  filed 
April  24,  1975.  AppUcant:  WONDAAL 


TRUCKING  CO.,  INC.,  2856  Ridge  Road, 
Lansing,  HI.  60438.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Samuel  Ruff,  2109  Broadway, 
East  Chicago,  Ind.  46312.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  contract  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Face  and  common  building 
brick,  approximately  8"  equivalents,  be¬ 
tween  Chicago,  HI.,  and  Brazil,  Cayuga, 
and  Martinsville,  Ind.,  imder  a  continu¬ 
ing  contract  or  contracts  with  American 
Brick  Company. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Chicago, 
Ill. 

No.  MC  117119  (Sub-No.  538),  filed 
May  5.  1975.  Applicant:  WILLIS  SHAW 
FROZEN  EXPRESS.  INC.,  P.O.  Box  188, 
Elm  Springs,  Ark.  72728.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  L.  M.  McLean  (same  ad¬ 
dress  as  applicant) .  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  Irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Such  merchandise  as  is  dealt  in  by 
wholesale  and  retail  discount,  variety, 
and  department  stores  (except  com¬ 
modities  in  bulk),  from  New  York  City, 
N.Y.,  and  its  Commercial  Zone  to  the 
warehouse  and  storage  facilities  of  Ster¬ 
ling  Stores  Co.,  Inc.,  located  at  Little 
Rock,  Ark.,  restricted  to  trafiBc  destined 
to  the  named  facilities. 

Note. — Common  control  may  be  involved. 
If  a  bearing  is  deemed  neoeesary,  the  appli¬ 
cant  requests  it  be  held  at  either  Little  Rock, 
Ark.,  or  Memphis,  Tenn. 

No.  MC  119399  (Sub-No.  52).  filed 
May  6,  1975.  Applicant:  CONTRACT 
FREIGHTERS,  INC.,  2900  Davls  Blvd., 
Joplin,  Mo.  64801.  .^plicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  David  L.  Sitton  (same  ad¬ 
dress  as  applicant) .  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  (1)  Unfrozen  foodstuffs,  in  con¬ 
tainers,  from  the  plantslte  and  ware¬ 
house  facilities  of  National  Oats  Co., 
Inc.,  located  at  Cedar  Rapids  and  Wall 
Lake,  Iowa,  to  points  in  Illinois,  Indiana, 
Minnesota,  North  Dakota,  South  Da¬ 
kota,  and  Wisconsin;  (2)  salt  seasoned, 
in  containers,  from  Marion,  Ala.,  to 
points  in  Cedar  Rapids,  Iowa,  New  Or¬ 
leans,  La.,  Little  Rock,  Ark.,  Dallas  and 
Houston,  Tex.;  and  (3)  sorghum  syrup, 
in  containers,  from  the  plantslte  of 
Waconia  Sorghum  Company,  located  in 
Cedar  Rapids,  Iowa,  to  Pine  Ridge,  Ark. 

Note. — ^If  a  bearing  la  deemed  neoeesary, 
the  applicant  requeets  It  be  held  at  either 
Kansas  City,  Mo.,  or  Ft.  Smith,  Ark.,  or 
Tulsa,  Okla. 

No.  MC  119531  (Sub-No.  160),  filed 
May  2,  1975.  AppUcant:  SUN  EXPRESS. 
INC.,  1835  West  Main  Street.  Zanesville. 
Ohio  43701.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Paul  F.  Beery,  8  East  Broad  Street,  ninth 
floor,  Columbus,  Ohio  43215.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  CMnaware,  earthenware, 
and  pottery,  from  the  plantslte  and  ware¬ 
houses  of  Anchor  Hocking  Corporation 
at  Lancaster.  Ohio,  to  points  in  Illinois, 
Indiana,  Kentucky,  and  Michigan. 


Note. — Common  control  may  be  involved. 
If  a  hearing  la  deemed  necessary,  applicant 
requests  It  be  heM  at  Columbus,  Ohio. 

No.  MC  119669  (Sub-No.  53).  filed 
May  1.  1975.  AppUcant:  TEMPCO 

TRANSPORTATION,  INC.,  546  South 
31A,  P.O.  Box  886,  Coliunbus,  Ind.  47201. 
AppUcant’s  representative:  Jack  H.  Blan- 
shan,  29  South  LaSalle  Street,  Chicago, 
HI.  60603.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  Food 
and  food  products  (except  commodities 
in  bulk) ,  from  the  plantslte  and  storage 
faculties  of  or  utilized  by  the  Roman 
Meal  Company  located  at  or  near  Deca¬ 
tur,  Ind.,  to  points  in  Alabama,  Arkansas. 
Florida,  Georgia,  Kansas,  Kentucky, 
Louisiana,  Mississippi,  Missouri,  New 
Mexico.  North  Carolina,  Okl^oma, 
South  Carolina,  Tennessee.  Texsis,  Vir¬ 
ginia  and  West  Virginia,  restricted  to 
the  transportation  of  traffic  originating 
at  the  above-named  origin  point  and 
destined  to  the  named  destinations. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  req\iests  It  be  held  at  Chicago, 
HI.  or  Indianapolis,  Ind. 

No.  MC  119789  (Sub-No.  251),  filed 
May  5.  1975.  AppUcant:  CARAVAN 
REFRIGERATED  CARGO.  INC.,  P.O. 
Box  6188,  DaUas,  Tex.  75222.  AppUcant’s 
representative:  James  K.  Newbold,  Jr. 
(same  address  as  applicant).  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  Irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Insulators,  electric  toire  or 
wiring,  pottery  or  pottery  and  iron  com¬ 
bined,  and  parts,  from  SandersvUle,  Ga.. 
to  points  in  Arkansas,  Kansas,  Louisiana, 
Mississippi,  Oklahoma,  Oregon,  Wash¬ 
ington,  Wyoming  and  Florida. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requeets  It  be  held  at  Atlanta, 
or  Macon,  Oa. 

No.  MC  119789  (Sub-No.  252),  filed 
May  5,  1975.  AppUcant:  CARAVAN 
REFRIGERATED  CARGO.  INC.,  P.O. 
Box  6188,  Dallas,  Tex.  75222.  AppUcant’s 
representative:  James  K.  Newbold.  Jr. 
(same  address  as  aimUcant).  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  Irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Electrical  appliances, 

equipment  and  parts,  from  Pickens  and 
West  Union,  S.C.,  to  points  in  Alabama, 
Arizona,  Arkansas,  CaUfomla,  Colorado, 
Idaho,  mdiahst,  Kansas,  Louisiana,  Min¬ 
nesota  Mississippi,  Missouri,  Montana, 
Nebraska,  New  Mexico,  Oklahoma,  Ore¬ 
gon,  Texas,  Utah,  Washington,  Wiscon¬ 
sin  and  Wyoming. 

Note. — ^If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  reqxiests  It  be  held  at  either 
Oreenvllle,  8.C.,  or  Atlanta,  Ga. 

No.  MC  120978  (Sub-No.  13),  filed 
May  5,  1975.  Applicant:  REINHART 
MAYER,  doing  business  as  MAYER 
TRUCK  LINE,  1203  South  Riverside 
Drive,  Jamestown,  N.  Dak.  58401.  AppU¬ 
cant’s  representative:  James  B.  Hov- 
land,  425  Gate  Citir  Bldg.,  Fargo.  N.  Dak. 
58102.  Authority  sou^t  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  Iqr  motor  vehicle,  oyer 
irregular  routed  tranoMrting:  Hides, 
from  points  in  North  Dakota,  South  Da¬ 
kota  and  Montana  to  points  in  St.  Cloud. 
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li/nnn.;  Sioux  City,  Iowa,  Chicago,  HI.; 
Milwaukee,  Kenosha,  Hartford,  Fond  du 
Lac  and  Sheboygan,  Wis.;  Houston, 
Amarillo  and  Laredo,  Tex.;  New  Orleans, 
La.;  Boston,  Salem  and  Peabody,  Mass., 
and  New  York,  N.Y. 

Note. — Applicant  holds  contract  carrier  au¬ 
thority  In  MC  128217  and  Subs  2  and  3, 
therefore  dual  operations  may  be  Involved. 
If  a  bearing  Is  deemed  necessary,  the  ap¬ 
plicant  requests  It  be  held  at  either  St.  Paul 
or  Minneapolis,  Minn,  or  Milwaukee,  Wis. 

No.  MC  123061  (Sub-No.  75),  filed 
April  24,  1975.  Applicant:  LEATHAM 
BROTHERS.  INC.,  46  Orange  Street, 
Salt  Lake  City,  Utah  84104.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Harry  D.  Pugsley,  400  El 
Paso  Bldg.,  Salt  Lake  City,  Utah  84111. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irreg¬ 
ular  routes,  transporting:  Fertilizer, irom 
Salida,  Colo.,  to  ix>ints  in  Utah  and 
Idaho. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Salt  Lake 
City,  Utah. 

No.  MC  123407  (Sub-No.  237),  filed 
May  5.  1975.  Applicant:  SAWYER 

TRANSPORT,  INC.,  South  Haven 
Square,  U.S.  Highway  6,  Valparaiso, 
Ind.  46383.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Stephen  H.  Loeb  (same  address  as  ap¬ 
plicant)  .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  oyer 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Imu- 
lating  material,  cellular  vitreous,  glass 
blocks,  forms  or  molds,  from  Port  Al¬ 
legany,  Pa.,  to  points  in  the  United 
States  (except  Alaska  and  Hawaii). 

\  Note. — Common  control  may  be  involved. 

1  If  a  bearing  is  deemed  necessary,  the  appli- 

r  cant  requests  it  be  held  at  either  Pittsburgh, 

!Pa.  or  Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  126473  (Sub-No.  24).  filed 
April  3,  1975.  Applicant:  HAROLD 

[  DICKEY  TRANSPORT.  INC.,  Packwood, 

f  Iowa  52580.  Applicant’s  representative: 

I  Kenneth  P.  Dudley,  611  Church  Street, 

P.O.  Box  279,  Ottumwa,  Iowa  52501. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  (1)  Meat,  meat 
products,  meat  by-products,  articles  dis¬ 
tributed  by  meat  packing  plants,  and 
foodstuffs  (except  hides  and  commodities 
in  bulk),  from  the  plantsite  and  ware¬ 
house  facilities  utilized  by  Geo.  A.  Hormel 
I  ti  Co.,  at  or  near  Ottumwa,  Iowa,  to  points 

In  Florida,  Georgia,  Illinois,  Indiana, 
Kentucky,  Louisiana,  Michigan,  Minne¬ 
sota,  Missouri,  Nebraska,  North  Dakota, 
Ohio,  South  Dakota,  Tennessee,  Texas, 
and  Wisconsin;  and  (2)  meat,  meat 
products,  meat  by-products,  articles  dis¬ 
tributed  by  meat  packing  plants,  food¬ 
stuffs.  packing  plant  materials,  equip¬ 
ment  and  supplies  (except  hides  and 
commodities  in  bulk),  from  points  in 
Florida,  Georgia,  Illinois,  Indiana,  Ken¬ 
tucky,  Louisiana,  Michigan,  Minnesota, 
Missouri,  Nebraska,  North  Dakota,  Ohio, 
South  Dakota,  Tennessee,  Texas,  and 
Wisconsin,  to  the  plantsite  and  ware¬ 
house  facilities  utilized  by  Geo.  A.  Hormel 
&  Co.,  at  or  near  Ottumwa,  Iowa,  re¬ 
stricted  in  (1)  and  (2)  to  traffic  originat¬ 


ing  at  named  origin,  and  destined  to 
named  destination. 

Note. — ^If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  St.  Paul, 
Minn. 

No.  MC  127900  (Sub-No.  2),  filed 
April  9,  1975.  Applicant:  GROOME 
TRANSPORTATION,  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
A-23,  Byrd  International  Airport,  Rich¬ 
mond,  Va.  23231.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  M.  Bruce  Morgan,  201  Azar  Bldg., 
Glen  Bumie,  Md.  21061.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  General  commodities  (ex¬ 
cept  commodities  in  bulk,  motor  vehicles. 
Classes  A  and  B  explosives,  household 
goods  as  defined  by  the  Commission,  arti¬ 
cles  of  unusual  value,  and  commodities 
which  require  special  equipment),  be¬ 
tween  points  in  Amelia,  Chesterfield, 
Charles  City,  Dinwiddie,  Goochland, 
Hanover,  Henrico,  King  William,  New 
Kent,  Nottaway,  Prince  George,  Pow¬ 
hatan,  Surry,  and  Sussex  Counties, 
Gloucester,  Isle  of  Wight,  James  City, 
Mathews,  Northampton,  and  York  Coun¬ 
ties,  Va. 

Note. — Applicant  intends  to  tack  the  au¬ 
thority  requested  with  its  existing  authority 
in  Sub-No.  1  at  Richard  E.  Byni  Interna¬ 
tional  Airport,  Scuidston,  Va.,  Patrick  Henry 
Field,  Newport  News,  Va.  and  Norfolk  Munic¬ 
ipal  Airport,  Norfolk,  Va.  to  provide  service 
between  Philadelphia  International  Airport, 
Philadelphia,  Pa.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  the  counties  named  herein.  If  a 
heculng  is  deemed  necessary,  applicant  re¬ 
quests  it  be  held  at  either  Richmond,  Va. 
or  Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  128007  (Sub-No.  78),  filed 
May  6,  1975.  Applicant:  HOFER,  INC., 
P.O.  Box  583,  Pittsburg.  Kans.  66762.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  Clyde  N. 
Christey,  641  Harrison  Street,  Topeka, 
Kans.  66603.  Authority  sought  to  op¬ 
erate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Trace  minerals,  from  St.  Louis 
Coimty,  Mo.,  to  points  in  Alabama,  Ar¬ 
kansas,  Georgia,  Illinois,  Iowa,  Kansas, 
Minnesota,  Missouri,  Nebraska,  New 
Mexico,  North  Dakota,  Oklahoma,  South 
Dakota,  and  Texas. 

Note. — If  s  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Kansas 
City,  Mo. 

No.  MC  128086  (Sub-No.  6),  filed 
May  5,  1975.  Applicant;  A  &  M  HAUL- 
IN(3,  INC.,  2024  Trade  Street,  Missoula, 
Mont.  59801.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Joe  Gerbase,  100  Transwestem  Building, 
Billings,  Mont.  59101.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Wood  products,  (1)  Between  points 
in  Montana,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  points  in  Oregon  and  Wash¬ 
ington,  (2)  from  points  in  California,  to 
points  in  Montana,  and  (3)  from  points 
in  Montana,  to  points  in  Idaho. 

Note. — Common  contr(d  and  dual  opera¬ 
tions  may  be  involved.  If  a  hearing  Is  deemed 
necessa^,  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at 
either  ralssoula  or  Billings,  Mont. 

No.  MC  128217  (Sub-No.  17)  (Correc¬ 
tion)  ,  filed  April  4, 1975,  published  in  the 


Federal  Register  Issue  of  May  8,  1975, 
and  republished,  as  corrected,  this  Issue. 
Applicant:  REINHART  MAYER,  doing 
business  as,  MAYER  TRUfl^K  LINE, 
1203  South  Riverside  Drive,  Jamestown, 
N.  Dak.  58401.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  James  B.  Hovland,  425  Gate  City 
Building,  Fargo,  N.  Dak.  58102.  Author¬ 
ity  sought  to  operate  as  a  contract  car¬ 
rier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  (1)  Materials, 
parts  and  supplies  used  in  the  manufac¬ 
ture  of  industrial  and  construction  ma¬ 
chinery  and  agricultural  implements  and 
machinery  (except  commodities  in  bulk, 
in  tank  vehicles) ,  from  points  in  the 
United  States  (except  Alaska  and 
Hawaii) ,  to  Bismarck,  Cooperstown  and 
Gwinner,  N.  Dak.,  under  a  continuing 
contract  or  contracts  with  Clark  Equip¬ 
ment  Co.,  Melroe  Division  of  Gwinner, 
N.  Dak.;  (2)  building,  roofing  and  in¬ 
sulation  materials  (except  iron  and  steel 
articles  and  commodities  in  bulk) ,  from 
the  facilities  of  Certain-teed  Products 
Corp.,  in  Scott  County,  Minn.,  to  points 
in  North  Dakota,  under  a  continuing 
contract  or  contracts  with  LeFevre  Sales, 
Inc.  of  Jamestown,  N,  Dak.;  and  (3)  iron 
and  steel  articles,  from  points  in  Illinois, 
Michigan  and  Indiana  on  and  north  of 
Interstate  Highway  70,  to  Richardson, 
N.  Dak.  under  a  continuing  contract  with 
Richard  ton  Machine  and  Manufacturing 
Company  of  Richardton,  N.  Dak. 

Note. — ^The  purpose  of  the  republication  Is 
to  correct  the  authority  sought  In  part  3. 
Applicant  holds  common  carrier  authority  in 
MC  120978  Sub  No.  1  and  Subs  thereunder, 
therefore  dual  operations  may  be  involved. 
If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary,  the  appli¬ 
cant  requests  It  be  held  at  Fargo,  N.  Dak.  or 
St.  Paul,  Minn. 

No.  MC  128256  (Sub-No.  27),  filed 
May  2,  1975.  Applicant:  O.  W.  BLOSSER, 
doing  business  as  BLOSSER  TRUCKING, 
215  North  Main  Street,  Mlddlebury,  Ind. 
46540.  Applicant’s  representative:.  Alkl 
E.  Scopelitis,  815  Merchants  Bank  Bldg., 
Indianapolis,  Ind.  46204.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Siding  and  roofing,  from 
Bristol,  Ind.,  to  points  in  Alabama, 
Connecticut,  Florida.  Louisiana,  Mary¬ 
land,  Massachusetts,  Missouri,  New  York, 
North  Carolina.  Pennsylvania,  South 
Carolina,  Texas  and  Virginia. 

Note. — ^If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  lit  be  held  at  either 
Chicago,  Ill.,  or  Indianapolis,  Ind. 

No.  MC  128584  (Sub-No.  1),  filed 
May  6,  1975.  Applicant:  M.  PASCUZZO 
SAND  &  STONE  SUPPLY,  INC.,  R.D.  2, 
Creek  Road.  Mt.  Holly,  N.J.  08060.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  Bert  Collins, 
Suite  6193,  5  World  Trade  Center,  New 
York,  N.Y.  10048.  Authority  sought  to  op¬ 
erate  as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Sand,  gravel,  stone  and  fill,  in  dump  ve¬ 
hicles,  between  Vincentown,  N.J.,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in 
Montgomery,  Bucks,  Philadelphia  and 
Chester  Counties,  Pa.,  under  a  continu¬ 
ing  contract  with  Lockhart  Sand  Co. 
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Note. — a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  f4>pUcant  requests  it  be  held  at  Phil¬ 
adelphia,  Pa. 

No.  MC  129124  (Sub-No.  13).  nied 
May  2,  1975.  Applicant;  SAMUEL  J. 
LANSBERRY,  Woodland.  Pa.  16881.  Ap¬ 
plicant's  representative;  S.  Berne  Smith, 
P.O.  Box  1166,  Harrisburg,  Pa.  17108.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting;  Coal,  from  points 
in  Centre  County,  Pa.,  to  points  in  New 
York. 

Not*. — ^If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Harrisburg, 
Pa.,  or  Washington,  D.C. 

No,  MC  129455  (Sub-No.  11),  filed 
May  5,  1975.  Applicant:  CARRETTA 
TRUCKING,  INC.,  301  Mayhill  Street, 
Saddle  Brook,  N.J.  07662.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative;  Charles  J.  Williams,  47  Lin¬ 
coln  Park,  Newark,  N.J.  07102.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  contract  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Such  merchandise  as  is 
dealt  in  by  L.  Grossman’s  retail  stores 
(except  commodities  in  bulk) .  from 
points  in  Alabama,  Georgia,  Illinois, 
Indiana,  Iowa,  Kansas,  Maryland,  Mich¬ 
igan,  Missouri,  Ohio,  Tennessee,  Texas, 
Virginia,  West  Virginia,  and  Wisconsin, 
to  points  in  Connecticut,  Maine,  Massa¬ 
chusetts,  New  Hampshire,  New  Jersey, 
New  York,  Ohio.  Pennsylvania,  Rhode  Is¬ 
land,  and  Vermont,  under  a  continuing 
contract  or  contracts  with  L.  Grossman’s, 
a  division  of  Evans  Products  Company  of 
Braintree,  Mass. 

Not*. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
the  appUcant  requests  It  be  held  at  either 
Boston,  Mass,  or  Newark,  N  J. 

No.  MC  133119  (Sub-No.  66),  filed 
May  2.  1975.  Applicant:  HEYL  TRUCK 
LINES,  INC.,  235  Mill  Street,  Akron, 
Ohio  51001.  Applicant’s  representative: 
A.  J.  Swanson,  P.O.  Box  81849,  Lincoln, 
Nebr,  68501.  Authority  sox^ht  to  oper¬ 
ate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle.  over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Frozen  foods,  from  Wellston,  Ohio, 
Batesville,  Ark.,  and  Marshall,  Carroll¬ 
ton,  Macon,  and  Moberly,  Mo.,  to  ports 
of  en^  on  the  International  Boundary 
line  between  the  United  States  and  Can¬ 
ada  located  at  or  near  Noyes,  Minn., 
Pembina  and  Portal,  N,  Dak..  Plenty- 
wood  and  Sweetgrass,  Mont.,  and  Oro- 
ville,  and  Blaine,  Wash.,  restricted  to  the 
transportation  of  traffic  destined  to 
points  in  the  Provinces  of  Manitoba, 
Saskatchewan,  Alberta,  and  British 
Columbia. 

Not*. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  either 
6t.  Louis,  Mo.,  or  Omaha,  Nebr. 

No.  MC  133689  (Sub-No.  60),  filed 
April  21,  1975.  Applicant:  OVERLAND 
EXPRESS,  INC.,  719  First  St.  SW.,  New 
Brighton,  Minn.  55112.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Robert  P.  Sack,  P.O.  Box 
6010.  West  St.  Paul.  Minn.  55118.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Foodstuffs  (except 
commodities  In  bulk) ,  from  Hudson, 
Iowa,  to  Kansas  City  and  St.  Louis,  Mo., 


restricted  to  transportation  of  traffic  for 
the  account  of  Land  O’Lakes.  Inc.,  orig¬ 
inating  at  the  plant  sites  and  facilities  of 
and  used  by  Land  O’Lakes,  Inc.,  and  des¬ 
tined  to  the  above  named  destinations. 

Note. — If  a  heculng  Is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Minneapolis, 
Minn. 

Nor  MC  133922  (Sub-No.  10),  filed 
May  5,  1975.  Applicant:  WILLIAM  H. 
NAGEL  doing  business  as,  JENKINS 
AND  NAGEL  TRUCKING  CX).,  P.O.  Box 
98,  Wolcott,  Ind.  47995.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Alkl  E.  Scop^tis,  815  Mer¬ 
chants  Bank  Bldg.,  Indianapolis,  Ind. 
46204.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  (1)  Soya 
flour  and  soya  flour  products,  from  Rem¬ 
ington,  Ind.,  to  points  in  the  United 
States  (except  Alaska  and  Hawaii) ;  and 
(2)  foodstuffs,  from  the  plant  sites  of 
Griffith  Laboratories,  Inc.,  located  at 
Chicago  and  Alsip,  Ill.,  to  points  in  the 
United  States  (except  Alaska  and  Ha¬ 
waii)  ,  under  a  continuing  contract  with 
Griffith  Laboratories,  Inc. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  either 
Chicago,  Ill.,  or  Indianapolis,  Ind. 

No.  MC  134599  (Sub-No.  122),  filed 
May  1,  1975.  Applicant:  INTERSTATE 
CONTRACrr  CARRIER  CORPORATION, 
P.O.  Box  748,  Salt  Lake  City,  Utah  84110. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Richard  A. 
Peterson,  P.O.  Box  81849,  Lincoln,  Nebr. 
68501.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Rubber, 
rubber  products,  rubber  compounds,  and 
equipment  materials,  and  supplies  used 
in  the  manufacture  and  production  of 
the  aforementioned  commodities  (except 
cc»nmodities  In  bulk  and  commodities 
which  because  of  size  or  weight  require 
special  handling  or  special  equipment), 
(1)  between  the  warehouse  facilities  of 
Uniroyal,  Inc.,  located  at  or  near  Hol¬ 
yoke,  Springfield,  West  Springfield,  East 
Hampton,  Ludlow,  Mass.;  and  E^eld, 
Conn.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  points  in  the  United  States  (ex¬ 
cept  Alaska  and  Hawaii);  and  (2)  be¬ 
tween  the  facilities  of  Unlroyal,  Inc.,  lo¬ 
cated  at  or  near  Chicopee  Falls,  Mass., 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points 
in  Alabama,  Florida,  Georgia,  Idaho. 
Kansas,  Mississippi,  Montana,  Nebraska, 
Nevada,  North  Carolina,  North  Dakota, 
South  Carolina,  South  Dakota,  Tennes¬ 
see,  Utah,  and  Wyoming,  under  a  con¬ 
tinuing  contract  or  contracts  with  Uni¬ 
royal,  Inc. 

Note. — AppUcant  holds  common  carrier  au¬ 
thority  In  MC  139906  pending,  therefore  dual 
operations  may  be  Invxdved.  If  a  hearing  Is 
deemed  necessary,  the  applicant  requests  It 
be  held  at  Lincoln,  Nebr.  or  Salt  Lake  City, 
Utah. 

No.  MC  134755  (Sub-No.  54).  filed 
May  1,  1975.  Applicant:  CHARTER 
EXPRESS.  INC.,  1959  E.  Turner  Street. 
P.O.  Box  3772,  Springfield,  Mo. 
65804.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Larry  D.  Knox,  900  Hubbell  Building, 
Des  Moines,  Iowa  50309.  Authority  sought 


to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Lime  juice,  bloody  mary  mixes,  and 
grenadine  syrups  (except  in  bulk) ,  from 
Jefferson,  R.I.,  to  points  in  Texas.  Okla¬ 
homa,  Nebraska,  Colorado.  Illinois,  Mis¬ 
souri,  Kansas,  Iowa,  Indiana,  Arkansas. 
Mississippi,  North  Carolina,  Georgia, 
Alabama,  Ohio,  Wisconsin,  California, 
Washington,  Oregon,  New  Mexico,  and 
Arizona. 

Note. — Applicant  holds  contract  carrier  au¬ 
thority  in  MC  138398  and  subs  thereunder 
pending,  therefore  dual  operations  may  be 
involved.  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Hart¬ 
ford,  Conn,  or  Boston,  Mass. 

No.  MC  134922  (Sub-No.  125),  filed 
April  28,  1975.  Applicant:  B.  J.  MC¬ 
ADAMS,  INC.,  Route  6,  Box  15,  North 
Little  Rock,  Ark.  72118.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Don  Garrison  (same  address 
as  applicant) .  Authority  sought  to  opier- 
ate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transpiorting: 
Practice  bombs,  from  Anniston,  Ala.,  to 
Davis  Monthan  Air  Force  Base.  Luke  Air 
Force  Base,  and  Chandler  Air  Force  Base. 
Ariz.;  George  Air  Force  Base,  Calif.;  and 
Nellis  Air  Force  Base,  Nev. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Birmingham, 
Ala.  or  Little  Bock,  Ark. 

No.  MC  135231  (Sub-No.  8),  filed  April 
30,  1975.  AppUcant;  NORTH  STAR 
TRANSPORT,  INC.,  Route  1  Highway  1 
and  59  West,  Thief  River  Falls,  Minn. 
56701.  AppiUcant’s  representative:  Rob¬ 
ert  P.  Sack,  P.O.  Box  6010,  West  St. 
Paul,  Minn.  55118.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing  ;  Scrap  motor  vehicles,  crushed,  hav¬ 
ing  value  only  for  reclamation  of  ma¬ 
terials,  from  Karlstad,  Minn.,  to  Mil¬ 
waukee  and  Madison,  Wis.  and  Chicago, 
HI. 

Note. — Applicant  holds  motor  contract  au¬ 
thority  In  MC  134145  (Sub-No.  1)  and  other 
subs,  therefore  dual  operations  may  be  In¬ 
volved.  If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Minneapolis, 
Minn. 

No.  MC  135606  (Sub-No.  4),  filed 
May  1.  1975.  Applicant:  MARC  A. 
ROBIN,  600  Delaware  Avenue,  Throop, 
Pa.  18512.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Thomas  J.  Jones.  502-5  Brooks  Building, 
Scranton,  Pa.  18503.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing;  Used  batteries  and  lead,  including 
scrap  lead  (except  commodities  in  bulk, 
in  tank  vehicles) .  between  points  in  the 
Borough  of  'Ihroop  (Lackawanna 
County),  Pa.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  points  In  Indiana,  Illinois, 
Kentucky,  Tennessee,  Mississippi,  Lou¬ 
isiana,  Alabama,  Georgia.  Florida.  North 
Carolina,  and  South  Carodlna. 

Note. — ^If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Phila¬ 
delphia,  Pa.  or  Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  135646  (Sub-No.  3),  filed 
May  2,  1975.  Applicant:  JIMMIE  W. 
DERVAN,  doing  business  as  DERVAN 
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CARTAGE  SERVICE,  321  North  Wash¬ 
ington  Street,  Albany,  Ga.  31701,  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Virgil  H.  Smith, 
1587  Phoenix  Blvd.,  Suite  12,  Atlanta, 
Ga.  30349.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  (1) 
Acrylic  lavatories,  bath  tubs,  and  coun¬ 
ter  tops,  between  Albany,  Ga.,  and  the 
plantsite  of  Vacuum  Formed  Products 
located  at  Ashburn,  Ga.,  restricted  to 
traffic  having  a  prior  or  subsequent  out- 
of-state  movement;  (2)  fertilizer,  in 
bags,  insecticides  and  spray  materials, 
between  Albany,  Ga.,  and  the  plant  site 
of  Georgia  Agricultural  and  Industrial 
Warehouse,  Inc.,  located  approximately 
one  mile  west  of  Sylvester,  Ga.,  restricted 
to  traffic  having  prior  or  subsequent  out- 
of-state  movement:  (3)  carbon  black, 
between  Albany,  Ga.,  and  the  plant  site 
of  Yale  Rubber  Company  located  at  Daw¬ 
son,  Ga.,  restricted  to  traffic  having  a 
prior  or  subsequent  out-of-state  move¬ 
ment;  (4)  chemicals,  between  Albany, 
Ga.,  and  the  plant  site  of  Stevens  Indus¬ 
tries,  Inc.,  located  at  Dawson,  Ga.,  re¬ 
stricted  to  traffic  having  a  prior  or  sub¬ 
sequent  out-of-state  movement;  (5)  tex¬ 
tile  products,  between  Albany,  Ga.,  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  the 
plant  site  of  Newton  Manufacturing 
Company,  located  at  Newton,  Ga.,  and 
the  plant  site  of  Sylvester  Textile  Co., 
located  at  Sylvester,  Ga.,  restricted  to 
traffic  having  a  prior  or  subsequent  out- 
of-state  movement;  and  (6)  steel  or 
aluminum  irrigation  pipe  and  fittings, 
between  Albany,  Ga.,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  Dougherty, 
Terrell,  Randolph,  Calhoun,  Clay,  Early, 
Baker,  Mitchell,  and  Grady  Counties, 
Ga.,  restricted  to  traffic  having  a  prior  or 
subsequent  out-of-state  movement. 

Note. — a  hearing  la  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Atlanta, 
or  Albany,  Qa. 

No.  MC  136008  (Sub-No.  56),  filed 
April  23,  1975.  Applicant:  JOE  BROWN 
COMPANY,  INC.,  20  'Third  Street  NE., 
P.O.  Box  1669,  Ardmore,  Okla.  73401. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Rufus  H. 
Lawson,  106  Bixler  Building,  2400  North¬ 
west  23d  Street,  Oklahoma  City,  Okla. 
73107.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
Irregular  routes,  transporting:  Crushed 
gypsum,  in  dump  trucl^,  between  points 
in  Oklahoma,  Texas,  Kansas,  New  Mex¬ 
ico,  Colorado,  Arkansas,  Alabama  and 
Missouri. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  either 
Oklahoma  City  or  Tulsa,  Okla. 

No.  MC  136166  (Sub-No.  18),  filed 
May  5,  1975.  Applicant:  CF  TANK 
LINES,  INC.,  175  Linfield  Drive,  Menlo 
Park,  Calif.  94025.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Robert  M.  Bowden,  Western 
Traffic  Service,  P.O.  Box  3062,  Portland, 
Oreg.  97208.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  Sul¬ 
furic  acid,  from  Conda,  Idaho,  to  points 
in  Arizona,  California,  Nevada,  Oregon, 
Utah  and  Wyoming. 


FEDERAL 


Note. — Common  control  may  be  Involved. 
If  a  bearing  Is  deemed  necessary,  the  appli¬ 
cant  requests  It  be  held  at  either  San  Fran¬ 
cisco,  Calif,  or  Salt  Lake  City,  Utah. 

No.  MC  136553  (Sub-No.  33),  filed 
April  25,  1975.  Applicant:  ART  PAPE 
TRANSFER.  INC.,  1080  East  12th  Street, 
Dubuque,  Iowa  52001.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  William  L.  Fairbank,  1980 
Financial  Center,  Des  Moines,  Iowa 
50309.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  (1) 
Dry  fertilizer  and  dry  fertilizer  mate¬ 
rials,  from  Marshall,  Minn.,  to  points 
in  Missouri  and  Kansas;  and  (2)  agri¬ 
cultural  limestone,  from  Gilmore  Cfity, 
Iowa,  and  points  in  Yankton  County, 
S.  Dak.,  to  points  in  that  part  of  Min¬ 
nesota  locat^  on  and  west  of  Minnesota 
Highway  15,  and  on  and  south  of  U.S. 
Highway  212. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  St.  Paul, 
Minn. 

No.  MC  139078  (Sub-No.  2).  filed 
May  6,  1975.  Applicant;  MIDCOAST 
TRUCKING,  107  Roosevelt  Avenue, 
Belleville,  N.J.  07019,  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Alan  Kahn,  Two  Penn  Center 
Plaza,  Philadelphia,  Pa.  19102.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  contract  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  (1)  Fresh  bakery  products, 
from  Totowa,  N.J.,  to  Chicago,  Ill.;  and 
(2)  ingredients  and  containers  used  in 
the  manufacture  and  transportation  of 
fresh  bakery  products,  from  Chicago,  Ill., 
to  Totowa,  N.J.,  under  a  continuing  con¬ 
tract  or  contracts  with  S.  B.  TThomas, 
Inc. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  either 
Newark,  N.J.,  or  Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  139495  (Sub-No.  63),  filed 
May  2,  1975.  Applicant:  NA’TIONAL 
CARRIERS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  1358,  Liberal, 
Kans.  67901.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Herbert  Alan  Dubin,  1819  H  Street  NW., 
Washington,  D.C.  20006.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting;  Medical  care  and  hair  care 
paper  disposable  supplies,  from  the 
plantsite  and  storage  facilities  of  the 
Graham  Manufacturing  Company,  Divi¬ 
sion  of  Cel-Fibe  located  at  or  near  Hol¬ 
yoke,  Mass.,  to  points  in  Ohio,  Michigan, 
Indiana,  Kentucky,  Tennessee,  Georgia, 
Florida,  Alabama,  Wisconsin,  Illinois, 
Minnesota,  Iowa,  Missouri,  Arkansas, 
Texas,  Oklahoma,  Kansas,  Colorado  and 
Louisiana. 

Note. — ^Ai^llcant  holds  contract  carrier 
authority  in  MC  133106  and  other  subs, 
therefore  dual  operations  may  be  involved. 
If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary,  the  appli¬ 
cant  requests  It  be  held  at  Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  139541  (Sub-No.  1),  filed 
May  2, 1975.  Applicant:  JOSEPH  RAIMO 
in,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  321,  Temple,  Pa.  19560. 
Applicant’s  representative;  Bert  Collins, 
Suite  6193,  5  World  ’Trade  Center,  New 
York,  N.Y.  10048.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  contract  carrrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  Irregular  routes,  transport- 
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Ing:  (1)  Zinc  sows,  in  dump  vehicles, 
from  Belleville,  Mich.,  to  ’Trenton,  N.J, 
and  Palmerton,  Pa.;  and  (2)  scrap 
metals,  in  dump  vehicles,  from  Temple, 
Pa.,  to  Belleville,  Mich.,  imder  a  con¬ 
tinuing  contract  or  contracts  with  Huron 
Valley  Steel  Corp. 

Note. — Common  control  and  dual  opera¬ 
tions  may  be  Involved.  If  a  hearing  Is  deemed 
necessary,  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at 
New  York,  N.Y. 

No.  MC  139741  (Sub-No.  2)  (Amend¬ 
ment),  filed  Nov.  22,  1974,  published  in 
the  Federal  Register  issue  of  Decem¬ 
ber  27, 1974,  and  republished  as  amended 
this  issue.  Applicant:  D  fc  D  DISPOSAL 
SERVICES  LIMITED,  Victoria  Avenue, 
South  Vineland,  Regional  Road  24,  P.O. 
Box  402,  Beamsville,  Ontario,  Canada 
LOR  IBO.  Applicant’s  representative: 
William  J.  Hirsch,  Suite  1125,  43  Court 
Street,  Buffalo,  N.Y,  14202.  Authority 
sought  to  opierate  as  a  contract  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Liquid  uxiste  and  spent 
materials  for  reclamation;  and  articles 
reclaimed  from  waste  and  spent  ma¬ 
terials,  between  ports  of  ent^  on  the 
International  Boimdary  line  between  the 
United  States  and  Canada,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  the 
United  States  Including  Alaska,  but  ex¬ 
cluding  Hawaii,  under  a  continuing  con¬ 
tract  or  contracts  with  Chemical  Waste 
Management  Limited,  Interfiow  Systems 
Limited,  Chem-’Trol  Pollution  Services, 
Ltd.,  Wallinger  Systems  Incorporated, 
Vamlcolour  Ltd.,  and  Chem-Trol  En¬ 
vironmental  Services. 

Note. — The  purpose  of  this  republication 
Is  to  Indicate  the  change  In  the  type  of  car¬ 
riage  from  common  to  contract.  If  a  hearing 
Is  deemed  necessary,  applicant  requests  it  be 
held  at  Buffalo,  N.Y. 

No.  MC  139761  (Sub-No.  2) ,  filed  May 
2,  1975.  Applicant:  GEORGE  HAND 
AND  J.  R.  RUTHERFORD,  a  partner¬ 
ship  doing  business  as,  H  &  R  ’TRUCTC- 
ING,  2nd  and  Cheyenne,  Canadian,  Tex. 
79014.  Applicant’s  representative:  Rufus 
H.  Lawson,  106  Bixler  Building,  2400 
Northwest  23d  Street,  Oklahoma  Cfily, 
Okl^a.  73107,  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  (1) 
Drilling  mud  and  drilling  mud  material 
or  ingredients,  dry  in  sacks  or  contain¬ 
ers,  or  in  bulk;  and  (2)  drilling  mud 
and  drilling  mud  materials  or  ingredi¬ 
ents,  liquid,  between  points  in  Oklahoma 
lying  on.  west  and  north  of  a  line  begin¬ 
ning  at  the  Kansas -Oklahoma  State  line, 
thence  via  Oklahoma  State  Highway  34 
to  its  intersection  with  U.S.  Highway  64. 
thence  via  U.S.  Highway  64  to  its  inter¬ 
section  with  U.S.  Highway  281,  thence 
via  U.S.  Highway  281  to  Selling,  Okla., 
thence  via  U.S.  Highway  60  to  its  inter¬ 
section  U.S.  Highway  183,  thence  via 
U.S.  Highway  183  to  Its  intersection 
with  Oklahoma  State  Highway  9,  thence 
via  Oklahoma  State  Highway  9  to  the 
Oklahoma-Texas  State  line,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  In  Texas 
on.  north  and  west  of  a  line  beginning  at 
the  Oklahoma-Texas  line,  thence  via 
U.S.  Highway  62  to  Its  intersection  with 
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n.S.  Highway  70  at  Floydada,  Tex^ 
thence  via  U.S.  Highway  70  to  its  Inter¬ 
section  with  n.S.  Highway  84  at  Mule- 
shoe,  Tex.,  thence  via  U.S.  Highway  84 
to  the  Texas-New  Mexico  State  line. 

Note. — If  ft  heftring  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  It  he  held  at  either 
Amarillo,  Tex.,  or  Oklahoma  City,  Okla. 

No.  MC  139824  (Sub-No.  2).  filed 
May  9, 1975.  Applicant:  BITTERSWEET 
ENTERPRISES,  INC.,  Rural  Route  1, 
Manhattan,  Kans.  66502.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Clyde  N.  Christey,  641 
Harrison  Street,  Topeka,  Kans.  66603. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  Houses  and 
buildings,  set  m>,  between  points  in  Kan¬ 
sas,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  Oklahoma,  Missouri,  Nebraska, 
and  Colorado. 

Note. — If  ft  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Kansas  City, 
Mo. 

No.  MC  139950  (Sub-No.  1),  filed 
April  28,  1975.  Applicant:  HUGH  D. 
BROWN,  doing  business  as  HUGH  D. 
BROWN  TRUCKING,  137  South  Stine 
Road,  Bakersfield,  Calif.  93309.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Milton  W.  Flack, 
4311  Wilshire  Boulevard,  Los  Angeles, 
Calif.  90010.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  Irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Waste  paper,  from  Bakersfield,  Calif., 
to  points  in  the  Los  Angeles  Harbor 
Commercial  Zone,  Calif.,  imder  a  con¬ 
tinuing  contract  or  contracts  with  Pio¬ 
neer  Paper  Stock  Division,  Container 
Corporation  of  America. 

Note.— If  ft  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Los 
Angeles,  Calif. 

No.  MC  139973  (Sub-No.  2),  filed 
May  2,  1975.  Applicant:  J.  H.  WARE 
TRUCKING,  me.,  909  Brown  Street, 
P.O.  Box  398,  Pulton,  Mo.  65251.  AppU- 
cant’s  reiu'esentative:  Larry  D.  Knox, 
900  Hubbell  Bldg.,  Des  Moines,  Iowa. 
50309.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Lime 
juice.  Bloody  Mary  mixes,  and  grenadine 
syrups  (except  in  bulk) ,  from  Jefferson, 
R.I.,  to  pointe  in  Nebraska,  Colorado, 
Missouri,  Kansas,  Texas,  Oklahoma,  New 
Mexico,  Arizona,  (California,  Oregon,  Illi¬ 
nois,  Arkansas,  Indiana,  and  Virginia. 

Note. — Applicant  holds  contract  carrier 
authority  in  MC  138375  and  subs  thereunder, 
therefore  dual  operations  may  be  involved. 
If  ft  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  applicant 
requests  it  be  held  at  Hartford,  Conn.,  and 
Boston,  Mass. 

No.  MC  139973  (Sub-No.  3),  filed 
May  2,  1975.  Applicant:  J.  H.  WARE 
TRUCKmO,  me.,  P.O.  box  398,  Pulton, 
Mo.  65251.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Larry  D.  Knox,  900  Hubbell  Bldg.,  Des 
Moines;  Iowa  50309.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  Irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Candy  and  confectionery  (except  in 
bulk) ,  from  Hazelton,  Pa.,  to  Dallas,  Tex. 

Note. — ^Applicant  holds  motor  contract 
carrier  authority  In  MC  138375  and  subs 


thereimder,  therefore  dual  operations  may  be 
Involved.  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  It  be  htid  at  either  Hart¬ 
ford,  Conn.,  or  Boston,  Mass. 

No.  MC  139987  (Sub-No.  2),  filed 
April  28,  1975.  Applicant:  MILTON  B. 
ANDERSON  and  MELVm  K.  ANDER¬ 
SON,  a  Partnership,  doing  business  as 
OVERLAND  EXPRESS,  790  East  Glen¬ 
dale  Road,  l^>arks,  Nev.  89431.  Ai^ll- 
cant’s  representative:  GranviUe  T.  Har¬ 
per,  140  Montgwnery  Street,  San  Fran¬ 
cisco,  Calif.  94104.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  regular  and  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  General  commodities:  (1) 
over  regular  routes,  between  Reno,  Nev. 
and  Elko,  Nev.:  Prom  Reno  over  Inte¬ 
state  Highway  80  to  Elko,  and  return 
over  the  same  route,  serving  all  inter¬ 
mediate  points,  and  serving  Fallon,  Nev. 
as  an  off-route  point;  and  (2)  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  between  points  in  Ne¬ 
vada,  restricted  in  (1)  and  (2)  above 
against  the  transportation  of  shipments 
weighing  in  the  aggregate  more  than 
200  poimds  to  any  one  cemsignee  on  any 
one  day,  and  fiuther  restricted  against 
the  transportation  of  any  single  pack¬ 
age  weighing  in  excess  of  70  pounds. 

Note. — ^If  ft  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Reno  and 
Las  Vegas,  Nev. 

No.  MC  140010  (Sub-No.  2),  filed 
April  29, 1975.  Applicant:  JOSEPH  MOV- 
mG  &  STORAGE  CO..  INC.,  doing  busi¬ 
ness  as  ST.  JOSEPH  MOTOR  LINES, 
573  Dutch  Valley  Road  NE.,  Atlanta, 
Ga.  30324.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Richard  M.  Tettelbaum,  Suite  375,  3379 
Peachtree  Road  NE.,  Atlanta,  Oa.  30326. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  contract 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  Irregular 
routes,  transporting:  (1)  Unexposed 
photographic  film,  sensitized  photo¬ 
graphic  paper,  reproductive  plates  and 
materials,  chemicals,  film,  plastic  or 
other  than  plastic,  and  related  equipment 
(except  commodities  in  bulk) ,  in  vehicles 
equipped  with  mechanical  refrigeration, 
from  the  storage  and  shipping  facilities 
of  E.  I.  Dupont  de  Nemours  &  Co.,  Inc., 
located  at  or  near  Doravllle  (De  Kalb 
County),  Ga.,  to  points  in  Alabama, 
Florida,  North  Carolina,  South  Carolina, 
and  Tennessee,  and  pallets,  xuiusable,  re¬ 
fused,  rejected  and  damaged  shipments, 
on  return;  and  (2)  photographic  film 
and  related  materials,  from  the  plant  of 
E.  I.  DuEK)nt  de  Nemours  &  Co.,  Inc.  at 
or  near  Cedar  Mountain,  N.C.  and  the 
warehouses  of  E.  I.  Dupont  de  Nemours 
&  Co.,  Inc.,  at  or  near  Brevaoxi,  N.C.,  to 
the  storage  and  shipping  facilities  of  E. 
I.  Dupont  de  Nemours  &  Co.,  Inc.  at  or 
near  Doravllle  (De  Kalb  County),  Qa., 
under  a  continuing  contract  or  contracts 
with  E.  I.  Dupont  de  Nemoius  &  Co.,  Bic. 

Note. — Common  control  may  be  Involved. 
If  a  hearing  le  deemed  necessary,  applicant 
requests  It  be  held  at  Atlanta,  Oa.,  Wilming¬ 
ton,  Del.  or  Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  140028  (Sub-No.  3),  filed 
April  30,  1975.  Applicant:  MOULDEN  ft 
SONS,  me.,  P.O.  Box  18,  Enumclaw, 
Wash.  98022.  Applicant’s  representative: 
James  T.  Johnson,  1610  IBM  Building, 


1200  Fifth  Avenue,  Seattle,  Wash.  96101. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irref - 
ular  routes,  transporting:  (1)  Pumice 
rock,  in  dump  trucks  and  trailers,  from 
points  in  Deschutes  County,  Oreg.,  to 
points  in  Lewis,  Thurston,  Pierce  and 
King  Counties,  Wash.;  and  (2)  silicon 
metal,  in  dump  trucks  and  trailers,  from 
Sprin^eld,  Oreg.,  to  Longview  and 
Wenatchee,  Wash. 

Note. — ^If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  (1) 
Seattle,  Wash.;  or  (2)  Portland,  Oreg. 

No.  MC  140134  (Sub-No.  2),  filed 
May  1,  1975.  Applicant:  CALDARULO 
TRADmo  CO.,  2840  South  Ashland 
Street.  Chicago,  ni.  60608.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Arnold  L.  Burke,  127 
North  Dearborn  Street,  Chicago,  HI. 
60602.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Cleaning, 
washing,  scouring  and  buffing  com¬ 
pounds,  from  Joliet,  ni..  to  points  in  Cali¬ 
fornia  and  Arizona,  under  a  continuing 
contract  or  contracts  with  Economics 
Laboratory. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Chicago, 
Ill. 

No.  MC  140277  (Sub-No.  3),  filed  April 
28,  1975.  Applicant:  BILL  BALL,  doing 
business  as,  BILL  BALL  TRUCKING, 
1703  Industrial  Avenue,  Sioux  Falls,  S. 
Dak.  57104.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Bin  Ball  (same  address  as  applicant). 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  contract 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Bags,  envelopes, 
packets  or  pouches,  or  wrappers,  flat 
folded  flat  or  in  rolls  requiring  separation 
into  individual  units  with  or  without 
compliment  of  bag  ties,  from  the  plant- 
site  or  storage  facilities  of  American 
Western  Corporation  located  at  Sioux 
Falls,  S.  Dak.,  to  points  in  Idaho,  Mon¬ 
tana,  Nevada,  Oregon,  Utah  and  Wash¬ 
ington,  imder  a  continuing  contract  or 
contracts  with  American  Western  Cor¬ 
poration. 

Note. — ^If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requesta  it  be  held  at  either 
Sioux  Falls,  S.  Dak.  or  Sioux  City,  Iowa. 

No.  MC  140354  (Sub-No.  1),  filed  April 
24.  1975.  Applicant:  QUICK  CARTAGE, 
me.,  2817  Old  Higgins  Road,  Elk  Grove 
Village,  ni.  60007.  Applicant’s  represent¬ 
ative:  William  H.  Towle.  127  North  Dear¬ 
born  Street,  Chicago,  Bl.  60602.  Author¬ 
ity  sought  to  operate  as  a  common  car¬ 
rier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  General  commodi¬ 
ties  between  the  O’Hare  International 
Airport  located  at  or  near  Cffiicago,  Ill., 
and  Mt.  Prospect,  Elk  Grove  Village, 
Northbrook,  Arlington  Heights,  North- 
field.  Glenview,  Wilmette,  Prospect 
Heights,  Wheeling,  Palatine,  Rolling 
Meadows,  SchaumbiHg,  Deerfield.  Des 
Plaines,  Bensenville,  Itasca,  Addison. 
Wood  Dale,  Roselle  and  Chicago,  HI.,  re¬ 
stricted  to  traffic  having  a  prior  or  sub¬ 
sequent  movement  by  air. 

Note. — ^If  ft  hsftrlng  Is  deemed  necessftry, 
the  ftpplloftnt  requests  It  be  held  at  Ohloftgo, 

m. 
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No.  MC  140518.  filed  December  11. 1974. 
Applicant:  IiLOYD  S.  LAWRENCE,  do¬ 
ing  business  as.  LAWR£3<3[CE’S  COAL 
AND  FEED.  Depot  Street.  Burke.  Frank¬ 
lin  City.  N.Y.  12617.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Adrien  R.  Paquette.  200  St. 
James  Street,  Suite  900.  Montreal,  Prov¬ 
ince  of  Quebec,  H2Y  IMl,  Canada.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  contract 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting  r  Fertilizer,  in  bulk. 
In  dump  vehicles,  and  in  bags,  from  ports 
of  entry  on  the  International  Boundary 
line  between  the  United  States  and  Can¬ 
ada  located  at  or  near  Rouse’s  Point,  N.Y. 
and  North  Troy,  Derby  Line  and  Norton, 
Vt.,  to  points  in  Clinton  County,  N.Y.; 
Grand  Isle,  Franklin,  Chittenden,  Or¬ 
leans,  Lamoille,  Addison,  Caledonia, 
Orange,  Rutland,  Washington  and  Wind¬ 
sor  Counties,  Vt.,  and  Coos  and  Grafton 
Counties,  N.H.,  under  a  continuing  con¬ 
tract  or  contracts  with  Brockville  Ferti¬ 
lizer  Inc.,  restricted  to  traffic  moving  in 
foreign  commerce. 

Note. — It  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  either  Mont- 
jjeller,  Vt.  or  Albany,  N.Y. 

No.  MC  140621  (Sub-No.  1),  filed 
AprU  28,  1975.  Applicant:  K  S  I  FARM 
LINES  CO-OP.  INC.,  12400  Wilmot  Road. 
Kenosha,  Wis.  53140.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Jerry  Seidman  (same  address 
as  applicant).  Authority  sought  to  op>- 
erate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transpxirtlng: 
(1)  Resins,  wax,  wax  products,  hobby 
craft  kits  and  component  parts  thereof, 
from  the  plant  site  of  Lee  Wards,  Inc., 
located  at  or  near,  Elgin,  Ill.,  to  Santa 
Clara,  San  Diego,  Los  Angeles,  Covina 
and  Huntington  Beach,  Calif.;  (2)  gar¬ 
bage  disposals,  waste  compactors,  water 
heaters  and  component  parts  thereof, 
from  the  plant  site  of  In-Sinkerator,  lo¬ 
cated  at  or  near  Racine,  Wis.,  to  Com¬ 
merce  and  Sunnyvale,  Calif.;  (3)  boxed 
meats,  from  the  plant  site  of  Kelco  at 
Holland  and  Lansing,  Mich.,  to  Daven- 
px>rt.  Iowa,  San  Francisco  and  Los  An¬ 
geles,  Calif.;  (4)  shoe,  furniture,  auto¬ 
mobile  and  floor  polishes  and  toaxes, 
aerosol  sprays,  cleaning  products  and 
laundry  items,  from  the  plant  site  of 
S.  C.  Johnson  Company,  at  Waxdale, 
Wis.,  to  Los  Angeles,  Burlingame,  San 
Francisco.  Merced,  Santa  Ana,  Gar¬ 
dena,  Burbank,  San  Diego  and  San  Ber¬ 
nardino,  Calif.,  and  Mesa  and  ’Tucson, 
Ariz.;  (5)  art  products  (framed  pictures 
without  glass)  printed  matter  and  car¬ 
rier  tubes,  from  the  plant  site  of  Illi¬ 
nois  Molding  Company  located  at  or  near 
Chicago,  ni.,  to  Pico  River,  Calif.;  (6) 
yeast,  yeast  products,  cream  cheese  and 
bread-making  compounds,  from  the 
plant  sites  of  Universal  Foods,  Inc.,  at 
Milwaukee,  Wis.;  International  Division 
at  Franklin  Park,  m.;  Red  Star  Yeast 
Division  at  Milwaukee.  Wis.;  and  Philip 
Orth  CompMuny  at  Oakcreek,  Wis.,  to 
Oakland,  Cerritos,  Los  Angeles  and  San 
Francisco,  Calif. 

(7)  Records,  tapes,  tape  decks,  displays 
and  wine  manufacturing  products,  from 
the  plant  site  oS  K-Td  International  lo¬ 
cated  at  or  near  Minnetonka,  Minn.,  and 
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Edina,  Minn.,  to  Anaheim  and  Delano, 
Calif,  and  the  Provinces  of  Winnep>eg 
and  Manitoba.  Canada  through  the  p)orts 
of  entry  on  the  International  Boundary 
line  between  the  United  States  and  Can¬ 
ada  located  at  Noyes,  Minn.,  and  Pem¬ 
bina,  N.  Dak.;  (8)  newspaper  supple¬ 
ments,  dated  publications  and  printed 
matter,  from  the  plant  site  of  Quad 
Graphics  at  Pewaukee,  Wis.,  to  Seattle. 
Wash.,  Portland,  Oreg.,  and  Los  Angeles 
and  San  FYancisco,  Calif.;  (9)  baked 
goods,  from  the  plant  site  of  Sara  Lee, 
Deerfield,  Ill.,  to  Fullerton,  Calif.;  (10) 
processed  vegetables,  from  the  plant  site 
of  Larson  Company,  Green  Bay,  Wis.,  to 
Los  Angeles,  San  Francisco  and  LaHabre, 
Calif.;  Phoenix  and  Temp>e,  Ariz.,  Seat¬ 
tle,  Wash.,  and  Milwaukee,  Oreg.;  (11) 
chemicals  and  plastic  products,  from  the 
plant  site  Hylands  Laboratories  at 
Round  Lake,  Ill.,  to  Buena  Park,  Calif.; 
(12)  metal  table  slides,  from  the  plant 
site  of  Watertown  Table  Slide,  Water- 
town,  Wis.,  to  Westminster,  Lynwood, 
Stanton,  Sunny  Vale,  Los  Angeles,  South 
Gate,  Cucamonga,  Gardena,  City  of  In- 
dustiY,  Paramount.  Chatsworth,  Ana¬ 
heim,  Costa  Mesa.  Long  Beach,  Garden 
Grove  and  Arcadia,  Calif.;  (13)  office 
equipment  and  office  supplies,  from  the 
plant  sites  of  Acco  International,  Inc., 
Ogdensburg,  N.Y.  and  Chicago,  Ill.,  to 
Los  Angeles,  Calif.;  (14)  animal  hides, 
from  the  plant  site  of  Paul  Flagg  at 
Badger  Tanning  in  Milwaukee,  Wis.,  and 
L  &  W  Leathers,  Milwaukee,  Wis.,  to  Im¬ 
perial  Beach  and  National  City,  Calif.; 
(15)  candies,  nutmeats  and  food  speciali¬ 
ties  from  the  plant  site  of  Barg  &  Foster, 
located  at  or  near  Milwaukee.  Wis.,  to 
Vem«i  and  Los  Angeles,  Calif.;  (16) 
candies,  from  the  plant  site  of  Andies 
Candies  in  Delavan,  Wis.,  to  Emmery- 
ville(  Calif.;  (17)  flavored  ice  bars  and 
root  beer  mix,  from  the  plant  site  of  Jel 
Sert  Company  in  West  Chicago,  HI.,  to 
Oakland,  Calif.;  and  (18)  cleaning  com¬ 
pounds,  from  the  plant  site  of  the  Pero- 
lin  CompMoiy  in  Des  Plaines.  Ill.,  to  Los 
Angeles,  Cahf. 

Note. — Common  control  may  be  involved. 
If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  the  appli¬ 
cant  requests  it  be  held  at  Milwaukee,  Wis., 
or  Chicago,  Ill. 

No.  MC  140646  (Sub-No.  2).  filed 
April  10,  1975.  Applicant:  ROY  t.fr 
HENDRICKS,  doing  business  as.  HILL 
CITY  TRUCKING,  632  Oakley  Ave., 
Lynchburg,  Va.  24501.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Roy  Lee  Hendricks  (same  ad¬ 
dress  as  applicant) .  Authority  sought  to 
op)erate  as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  Irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Solutions,  in  plastic  containers,  in 
boxes,  (1)  from  Altavista,  Va.  along  U.S. 
Highway  29  to  Danville,  Va.,  thence  along 
North  Carolina  Highway  86  to  Junction 
Interstate  Highway  85.  thence  along  In¬ 
terstate  Highway  85  to  Durham.  N.C., 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  70  to  Ra¬ 
leigh.  N.C.,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  64 
to  Rocky  Mount,  N.C,;  and  (2)  from 
Altavista,  Va.  along  U.S.  Highway  29  to 
Danville,  Va.,  thence  along  U.S.  High¬ 
way  58  to  Emporia,  Va..  thence  along 
Interstate  Highway  95  to  Rocky  Mount, 
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N.C.,  under  a  continuing  contract  or  con¬ 
tracts  with  Abbott  Laboratories. 

Note. — It  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
appiicant  does  not  sp>ecify  a  location. 

No.  MC  140707  (Sub-No.  2),  filed 
May  1,  1975.  Applicant:  HIGH  PLAINS 
TRUCKING.  INC.,  119  South  Main 
Street,  Box  123,  Yuma,  Colo.  80759.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  Raymond  M. 
Kelley,  Jr.,  450  Capitol  Life  Center,  Den¬ 
ver,  Colo.  80203.  Authority  sought  to  op¬ 
erate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transpiort- 
ing:  Materials  used  in  the  erection  of  gas 
turbine  generators,  electrical  parts  and 
supplies  and  replacement  parts  for  gas 
turbine  generators,  restricted  to  commo¬ 
dities  having  a  prior  or  subsequent  move¬ 
ment  by  air,  between  px>ints  in  Denver. 
Colo.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
px>ints  in  Yuma  County,  Colo. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Denver, 
Colo. 

No.  MC  140897  (Sub-No.  2),  filed 
April  30,  1975.  Applicant:  MORRIS 
KREITZ  &  SONS,  INC.,  220  Park  Road 
North,  Wyomissing,  Pa.  19610.  Applicant’s 
representative:  John  M.  Musselman,  P.O. 
Box  1146,  Harrisburg,  Pa.  17108.  Author¬ 
ity  sought  to  operate  as  a  contract  car¬ 
rier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  Irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Metals  and  metal 
alloys,  and  metal  and  metal  alloy  billets, 
forgings,  castings,  extrusions,  blanks, 
fabrications  and  finished  articles,  and 
materials,  supplies  and  equipment  used 
or  useful  in  the  production  and  distribu¬ 
tion  thereof,  between  East  Hartford, 
Conn.;  West  Palm  Beach,  Fla.;  Atlanta, 
Ga.;  Elk  Grove  Village,  HI.;  Kokomo, 
Ind.;  Fryeburg,  Maine;  Dearborn,  Mich.; 
St.  Louis,  Mo.;  Verdi,  Nev.;  Bethp>age  and 
Elmsford,  N.Y.;  Albany  and  Springfield, 
Oregon;  Boyertown,  Hazleton,  New 
Brighton,  and  Temple,  Pa.  Athens, 
Tenn.,  and  Wenatchee,  Wash.,  imder  a 
continuing  contract  or  contracts  with 
Kawecki  Berylco  Industries,  Inc.,  of 
Temple,  Pa. 

Note. — Common  control  may  be  Involved. 
If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  the  appli¬ 
cant  requests  it  be  held  at  either  Harris¬ 
burg,  Pa.,  or  Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  140922,  filed  May  1.  1975. 
Applicant:  NORTHWEST  DAIRY  FOR¬ 
WARDING  CO.,  a  Corporation,  210  9th 
Avenue  South,  Minneapolis,  Minn.  55415. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Samuel  Ru- 
benstein,  301  North  Fifth  Street,  Min¬ 
neapolis,  Minn.  55403.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  (1)  Pistachio  nuts,  roasted,  and 
agricultural  commodities  which  are 
otherwise  exempt  tmder  Section  203(b) 
(6)  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Act  when 
transported  with  pistachio  nuts,  roasted, 
from  points  in  New  York  and  New  Jersey, 
to  points  in  Illinois,  Minnesota  and  Wls- 
crnisin;  and  (2)  coconut,  sweetened,  and 
agricultural  commodities  which  are 
otherwise  exempt  under  Section  203(b) 
(6)  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Act 
when  transported  with  coconut,  sweet- 


FEDERAL  REGISTER,  VOL.  40,  NO.  109— THURSDAY,  JUNE  5,  1975 


24288 


NOTICES 


ened,  from  points  In  New  York,  New  Jer¬ 
sey,  and  Bethlehem,  Pa.,  to  points  In 
Illinois,  Minnesota,  and  Wisconsin. 

Note. — a  biearing  is  deemed  oeceesery, 
applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  New  York, 
N.T. 

No.  MC  140924,  filed  April  29.  1975. 
Applicant:  ROBERT  TASSO,  doing 
business  as,  FIVE  STAR  TOWING.  3757 
New  Yoi^  Avenue,  Seaford,  N.Y.  11783. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Charles  J. 
Williams,  47  Lincoln  Park,  Newark,  N.J. 
07102.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Wrecked, 
disabled,  etolen,  and  repossessed  motor 
vehicles,  and  replacements  thereof  (ex¬ 
cept  mobile  homes  or  house  trailers 
designed  to  be  drawn  by  passenger  auto¬ 
mobiles),  by  use  of  wrecker  equipment, 
between  points  In  Nassau  and  Suffolk 
Coimties,  N.Y.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  points  In  Connecticut,  Mas¬ 
sachusetts,  New  Jersey,  Pennsylvania, 
and  Vermont. 

Note. — a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  New  York, 
N.Y. 

No.  MC  140927  (Sub-No.  2),  filed 
May  5.  1975.  Applicant:  FREDERICK  J. 
CAREY.  JR.,  doing  business  as.  F.  J. 
CAREY,  JR.  TRANS.,  35  Brett  Street, 
Brockton,  Mass.  02401.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Frank  J.  W^er,  15  Coiu*t 
Square.  Boston,  Mass.  02108.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  Irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Scrap  metals.  In  bulk.  In 
dump  vehicles,  from  Everett,  Mass.,  to 
Jersey  City,  N.J. 

Note. — a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Boston. 
Mass. 

No.  MC  140935,  filed  April  24.  1975. 
AppUoant:  COLLEGE  PARK  TRANS¬ 
FER  AND  STORAGE  CO..  INC.,  37  Q 
Street  SW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20025.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  John  Klapac, 
7406  Dartmouth  Ave.,  College  Paric,  Md. 
20740.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Used 
household  goods,  as  defined  by  the  Com¬ 
mission.  restrict^  to  the  transportation 
of  (^Ipments  having  a  prior  or  subse¬ 
quent  movement.  In  containers  beyond 
the  points  authorized,  and  fiulher  re¬ 
stricted  to  the  performance  of  pick  up 
and  delivery  service  In  connection  with 
packing,  crating  and  containerization  or 
unpacking,  uncrating  and  decontaineri¬ 
zation  of  su(^  shipments,  between  the 
District  of  Colxunbia,  Prince  Georges, 
Montgomery,  Howard,  Baltimore,  and 
Baltimore  City  Counties,  Md.,  and  Lou¬ 
doun,  Fairfax,  Prince  Williams,  Fauquier, 
and  Stafford  Counties,  Va. 

Note. — ^If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicuit  requests  It  be  held  at  either 
'Washington.  D.C.  or  Baltimore,  Md. 

No.  MC  140937,  filed  May  2,  1975. 
Applicant:  GO  LINES,  INC.,  8023  E. 
Slauson  Avenue,  Suite  6.  Montebello 
(LA..).  Calif.  90640.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  E.  Stephen  Helsley,  Suite  805, 
666  11th  St.  NW.,  Washington,  D.C. 


20001.  Authority  sought  to  cerate  as  a 
contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
Irregular  routes,  transporting:  Plastic 
artteles;  burlap  articles;  paper  articles; 
and  materials,  equipment  and  supplies, 
used  or  useful  In  the  sale,  manufacture 
and  distribution  of  plastic  articles,  biu'- 
lap  articles,  and  paper  articles  (except 
commodities  in  bulk) ,  from  Santa  Ana, 
Calif.,  to  points  In  California,  Oregon, 
Washington,  Idaho,  Utah,  Wyoming, 
Montana,  Arizona,  Nevada,  Colorado, 
New  Mexico.  North  Dakota,  South  Da¬ 
kota  and  Kansas,  restricted  to  the  trans¬ 
portation  of  traffic  moving  under  a  con¬ 
tinuing  contract  or  contracts  with  PPD 
Corporation,  at  Newark,  N,J. 

Note. — ^Applicant  holds  common  carrier 
authority  in  MC  136386  and  subs  thereunder, 
therefore  dual  operations  may  be  involved. 
If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  applicant 
requests  it  be  held  at  Newarky>N.J.  or  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C. 

Passenger  Applications 

No.  MC  3647  (Sub-No.  462),  filed 
April  30,  1975.  Applicant:  TRANSPORT 
OF  NEW  JERSEY,  180  Boyden  Avenue, 
Maplewood,  NJ.  07040.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  John  F.  Ward  (same  ad¬ 
dress  as  applicant) .  Authority  sought  to 
op>erate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Passengers  and  their  baggage  In  the 
same  vehicle  with  passengers.  In  special 
operations.  In  round-trip  sightseeing  and 
pleasure  tours,  beginning  and  ending  at 
points  In  Essex  County,  N.J.  (except 
Irvington,  N.J.),  Passaic  County.  N.J., 
Ft.  Lee,  Englewood,  Teaneck  and 
Hackensack,  N.J.,  and  Paramus,  NJT.,  on 
and  south  of  New  Jersey  Highway  4  and 
extending  to  points  in  the  District  of 
Columbia. 

Note. — Common  contnd  may  be  Involved. 
If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary,  'the  appli¬ 
cant  requests  It  be  held  at  Newark,  NJ. 

No.  MC  89037  (Sub-No.  8).  filed 
April  23.  1975.  AppUcant:  CONTINEN¬ 
TAL  PACIFIC  LINES,  doing  business  as, 
CONTINENTAL  PACIFIC  TRAILWAYS, 
1501  South  Central  Avenue.  Los  Angeles, 
Calif.  90021.  Applicant’s  representative: 
R.  Y.  Schureman,  1545  Wllshlre  Boule¬ 
vard,  Los  Angeles,  Calif.  90017.  Author¬ 
ity  sought  to  OF>erate  as  a  common  car¬ 
rier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  Irregular 
routes,  transporting:  (1)  Passengers  and 
their  baggage.  In  special  operations,  in 
round-trip  sightseeing  and  pleasure 
toiirs,  beriming  and  ending  at  points  In 
Alameda,  Colusa,  Contra  Costa.  Glenn, 
Napa,  Sacramento,  San  Francisco, 
Shasta,  Siskiyou,  Solano,  Tehama  and 
Yolo  Counties,  Calif.,  and  extending  to 
points  In  the  United  States  (Including 
Alaska,  but  excluding  Hawaii) ;  and  (2) 
passengers  and  their  baggage.  In  one¬ 
way  sightseeing  and  pleasure  tours,  be¬ 
ginning  at  points  In  Alameda,  Colusa, 
Contra  Costa,  Glenn,  Napa,  Sacramento. 
San  Francisco.  Shasta,  Siskiyou,  Solano, 
Tehama  and  Yolo  Coimties,  Calif.,  and 
extending  to  points  in  the  United  States 
(Including  Alaska,  but  excluding 
Hawaii) . 


Note. — (Common  control  may  be  involved. 
If  a  hearing  la  deemed  neceseary,  applicant 
requests  It  be  held  at  Ban  Francisco,  Calif. 

No.  MC  140393  (Sub-No.  1).  filed 
May  2.  1975.  AppUcant:  GEM  TOURS, 
INC.,  325  West  Anapamu  Street,  Santa 
Barbara,  Calif.  93101.  AppUcant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  J.  Robert  Andrews,  112  East 
Victoria  Street,  Santa  Barbara,  Calif. 
93101.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Passen¬ 
gers  and  their  baggage,  in  special  and 
charter  operations,  beginning  and  end¬ 
ing  at  points  in  San  Luis  Obispo,  Santa 
Barbara,  and  Ventura  Counties,  Calif., 
and  extending  to  points  in  the  United 
States,  Including  Alaska,  but  excluding 
Hawaii. 

Note. — Common  control  may  be  Involved. 
If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  applicant 
requests  it  be  held  at  Santa  Barbara  or  Los 
Angeles,  Calif. 

No.  MC  140917,  filed  April  18.  1975. 
AppUcant:  JAMES  E.  YOUNG,  29  North 
McKee  Road,  Dover,  Del.  19901.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Ned  Davis  Associ¬ 
ates,  4  The  Green,  Dover,  Del.  19901.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  Irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Passengers  and 
their  baggage,  in  the  same  vehicle  with 
passengers,  in  round-trip  charter  opera¬ 
tions,  in  sightseeing  and  pleasure  tours, 
beginning  and  ending  at  Dover,  Del.  and 
extending  to  points  In  Virginia,  Penn¬ 
sylvania,  Maryland,  New  Jersey,  Del¬ 
aware,  and  the  District  of  Coliunbia. 

Note. — ^If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  either 
Dover,  or  Wilmington,  Del.,  Philadelphia,  Pa. 
or  Washington.  D.C. 

Broker  Application 

No.  MC  130319,  filed  April  28,  1975. 
AppUcant:  SENIOR  RAMBLERS.  LTD., 
a  Corporation,  Rural  Route  No.  1,  Maple- 
ton.  m.  61547.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Carl  F.  Reardon,  444  East  Washington 
Street,  East  Peoria,  HI.  61611.  Authority 
sought  to  engage  In  operation.  In  Inter¬ 
state  or  foreign  commerce,  as  a  broker 
at  Mapleton,  HI.,  to  seU  or  offer  to  seU 
the  transportation  of  Groups  of  passen¬ 
gers  and  their  baggage.  In  charter  opera¬ 
tions,  in  sightseeing  and  pleasure  tours, 
for  persons  who  are  members  of  the 
HUnois  Association  of  Senior  Citizens,  by 
motor,  raU,  water  and  air  carriers,  from 
Mapleton,  HI.,  to  points  In  the  United 
States  Including  Alaska  and  Hawaii. 

Note. — ^If  a  hearing  la  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Chicago, 
Ill.,  or  any  other  city  reasonably  close  to 
Peoria,  Ill. 

Freight  Forwarder  Applications 

No.  FF  469,  filed  May  1,  1975.  Ap¬ 
pUcant:  IVORY  .  FORWARDING.  INC., 
8035  Woodward  Avenue,  Detroit,  Mich. 
48202.  AppUcsint’s  representative:  Alan  F. 
Wohlstetter,  1700  K  Street  NW.,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  20006.  Authority  sought  to 
engage  In  operation,  in  interstate  com¬ 
merce,  as  a  freight  forwarder,  through 
use  of  the  faculties  of  common  carriers 
by  rail,  motor,  water  and  express,  In  the 
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transportation  of  (a)  Used  household 
goods  and  unaccompanied  baggage:  and 
(b)  used  automobiles,  between  points  In 
the  United  States  (Including  Hawaii,  but 
excluding  Alaska),  restricted  In  (b)  to 
the  transportation  of  Import-export 
traffic. 

Note. — Common  control  may  be  Involved. 
If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  the  appli¬ 
cant  requests  it  be  held  at  Detroit,  Mich. 

No.  FP  61  (Sub-No.  1),  filed  AprU  23, 
1975.  Applicant:  SHELDON  FORWARD- 
INO  CO.,  a  Corporation,  170-190  Main 
Street,  Holyoke,  Mass.  01040.  Applicant’s 


representative:  David  M.  Marshall,  135 
State  Street,  Springfield,  Mass.  01103. 
Authority  sought  to  engage  in  operation, 
in  Interstate  commerce,  as  a  freight  for¬ 
warder,  through  use  of  the  facilities  of 
common  carriers  by  rail,  motor,  water, 
and  express,  in  the  transportation  of 
General  commodities  (except  those  of 
imusual  value.  Classes  A  and  B  explo¬ 
sives,  household  goods  as  defined  by  the 
Commission,  commodities  in  bulk,  and 
those  requiring  special  equipment),  be¬ 
tween  points  in  Connecticut,  Massachu¬ 
setts,  Maine,  New  Hampshire,  New 
Jersey,  New  York,  Rhode  Island,  and 


Vermont,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  points  in  the  Unit^  States  in¬ 
cluding  Alaska  and  Hawaii,  and  exclud¬ 
ing  Connecticut,  Massachusetts,  Maine, 
New  Hampshire,  Rhode  Island,  and  Ver¬ 
mont. 

Note. — Common  control  may  be  Involved. 
If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  the  ap¬ 
plicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Springfield, 
Mass.,  Hartford,  Conn.,  Boston,  Mass., 
Albany,  N.Y.,  or  New  York,  N.Y. 

By  the  Commission. 

[SE.\L]  Joseph  M.  Harrington, 
Acting  Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.76-14492  Filed  6-4-76;8:45  am] 


fEMIAl  tEOISTO,  VOL  40,  NO.  109— THURSDAY,  JUNE  5,  1975 


